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THE “RULE OF REASON” IN APPLICATION 
TO RESULTS UNDER THE ANTI-TRUST 
ACT. 





The “rule of reason,” as set forth by 
Chief Justice White, has been taken in a 
way that brings to the mind the old saying 
brought from England, that equity is ac- 
cording to the size of the chancellor’s foot. 

This thought has illustration in a recent 
case decided by Seventh Circuit Court of 
Appeals, in which the question was the ap- 
plication vel non of the old Sherman Anti- 
Trust Act to the sale of a plant going out 
of business to a competitor. This arose 
from legitimate methods by the latter in 
selling the same kind of product at a lower 
price than this plant could afford. Ameri- 
can Press Ass’n. v. United States, 245 Fed. 
91. 

The facts show that the American Press 
Association was ‘engaged in furnishing 
country newspapers with stereotype plates 
and ready-print service. The Western 
Newspaper Union conducted a business in 
furnishing advertisements to the country 
newspapers and as a by-product it under- 
took to do the same thing as that done by 
the American Press Association. Practical- 
ly the same overhead expenses obtained as 
to both companies. This enabled the West- 
ern Newspaper Union to reduce its prices 
on the plate business conducted by the 
American Press Association so as to make 
it no longer able to compete. 

The situation is thus portrayed by the 
court: 

“Since the outbreak of the world war 
there has been an increasing scarcity of 
print paper, and mounting prices. Few 
new country newspapers are being started ; 


many have reduced their sizes; quite a 
number have quit. This condition brought 


the American Press Association’s plate 
business to a loss of over $3,000 a month, 
which is progressively increasing, and has 
also made it impossible for that company 








to build a ready-print business to help bear 
the overhead. The directors have decided 
to wind up the plate business as speedily as 
possible, whatever may be the outcome of 
this proceeding. They are continuing it 
at a loss while the question is being de- 
termined whether they~must dispose of 
their plate plant as junk, or whether they 
may sell it as a going concern to the West- 
ern Newspaper Union, for the latter is the 
only probable bidder. No one now outside 
the business would be likely to buy a 
demonstrated loss. But to the Western 
Newspaper Union the plant may have more 
than junk value. It the plant is broken up, 
the newspapers now being served thereby 
may have to go to the Western Newspaper 
Union as the only concern left in the. busi- 
ness ; and it might be more economical for 
that company to buy an existing plant than 
to enlarge its own or build a new one. At 
the same time it is evident that, if the plant 
is disintegrated, the newspapers now look- 
ing to it would suffer inconvenience and 
loss while arranging to obtain other serv- 
ice.” 

Then the court asks: “What is the appli- 
cation of the Sherman law to these facts? 
Not every joinder of competing businesses 
or acquisition of instrumentalities that have 
been used in competition is an undue re- 
straint of trade or the creation of a monop- 
oly. Each situation must be measured by 
the rule of reason.” 

These words lack power as a distinctive 
rule. We know that restraint of trade may 
be negligible, because its influence is great- 
ly imperceptible. This is illustrated in 
many situations. But in none of them is 
there taken into account the mere lack of 
force to accomplish real restraint. For ex- 
ample, if one selling agrees only for five 
years not to pursue in particular territory 
the same trade he was engaged in, he 
will be held to the limitation he puts on 
himself. If he had agreed never ,to engage 
in the same calling in the same country, this 
universal restraint would be deemed void. 

Is the Sherman Act, in forbidding par- 
ticular things, to be regarded in the same 
way? We doubt this very greatly. 

Thus the court says: “A fundamental 
test is injury to the public. If it were not 
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for provision (a) of the decree, and the 
law back of it, these two companies might 
get together and fix a price that would pro- 
vide a reasonable profit to the American 
Company and an unreasonable one for the 
Western. For the newspapers, and through 
them the public, to pay for the profitable 
operation of an inefficient concern is an 
injury. And a combination to that end 
would be an unreasonable restraint of trade. 
That course cannot be pursued. And, be- 
cause it cannot, the American Company is 
forced to go out of the plate business. No 
decree can stop that. And after the Amer- 
ican.Company quits, if the Western is left 
alone in the field, the ultimate situation of 
the country newspapers would be the same 
whether the plant be scrapped or sold as an 
integer. Neither the decree, nor, in our 
judgment, the Sherman law, prevents the 
Western from buying the scraps piecemeal. 
* * * If it be permitted to buy the integer, 
it would save the expense of reorganiza- 
tion. If the plant be scrapped, two injuries 
result: One to the public from the destruc- 
tion of a usable and useful plant; the other 
to the stockholders of the American Com- 
pany.” 

The Western Company appears to us to 
have been pursuing its legitimate business, 
in a legitimate way. It combined produc- 
tion so as to reduce overhead expense. The 
American did not. It ought to have known 
or forseen the thing that overtook it. If it 
was scrapped, because legitimate competi- 
tion put its profits out of reach, “no usable 
and useful plant’ remains. The public, 
therefore, has no concern whether it be 
scrapped or sold as an integer. And so 
far as stockholders are concerned, they 
took their chances in the world of trade. 
This casé seems about as narrow an appli- 
cation of the “rule of reason” doctrine as 
we have seen. It may afford some measure 
of certainty to business men, in not being 
made to fall under the Anti-Trust Act, but 
hardly anything of the Act itself will 
remain. Biro Bas 
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NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 


’ 


PUBLIC LANDS — SELECTION UNDER 
SWAMP LAND ACT OF TOWNSHIP WITH 
MEANDER LINES.—In Wilson & Co. v. United 
States, 38 Sup. Ct. 21, controversy was between 
the government and vendee tracing title to 
State of Arkansas by virtue of its selection 
under Swamp Land Act. 

This selection was of Township 12 N. R. 9 E, 
fifth principal meridian. The township was 
conveyed as bordering on a lake and there 
was excluded from its area the acreage within 
the supposed meander lines and the patent is- 
sued to the state was according to this reduc- 
tion. Eligible selection could have embraced 
all land within rectangular lines had no 
meander line have been considered. 





The state disposed of land excluding sup- 
posed meander lines. All of this appeared in 
a public survey filed in 1841, and selection was 
made thereunder by virtue of the Swamp Land 
Act. 

Subsequent to 1907 the United States filed 
a bill to quiet title against one holding deriva- 
tive title from the state to land not embraced 
in the state’s patent, though within the exteri- 
or lines of the township had there have not 
been deemed a meander as the survey pro- 
fessed to show. Plaintiff, had judgment in the 
lower courts, and this is affirmed by U. 
S. Supreme Court. ; 

It was claimed by defendant that: “As the 
selection made by the state was of Township 
12, the exterior bounds of that township be- 
came the measure of the state’s title, irre- 
spective of what was surveyed or unsurveyed 
within those exterior lines.” 


But the court held that the contention dis- 
regards what is the effect of a meander line, 
viz.: exclusion absolutely from the township 
of area meandered “and to cause, therefore, 
its nature and character to depend not upon 
the exterior lines of the township, but upon 
the condition existing within those lines made 
manifest and fixed by the necessary legal con- 
sequences resulting from the meander line,” 
as was stated to be the clear view in Chapman 
& Dewey v. Levee District, 232 U. S. 196. 


Upon this view it was held that prior to the 
discovery of the fraud or error, shown by the 
proof that there was at the time of the survey 
actually no meander line on a supposed lake, 
no estoppel from the statement by adminis- 
trative officers arose. Further, it was held 
that the assertion by the government of title 
to the area within the supposed meander line 





was in no sense an attempt to annul any pat- 
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ent by the government. This amounted merely 
to a correction of a mistake in a survey. 

The practical effect of this ruling is that 
notwithstanding the state could have selected 
the area excluded by the meander and its of- 
ficers have proclaimed the existence of riparian 
rights, costing it nothing to bestow, and this 
condition has existed for some seventy-odd 
years, an ancient advantage is to cut out rights 
inconsistent with the terms of the actual 
patent. 

The court concludes by saying, that: “If 
for the sake of argument, we assume the exist- 
ence of the equitable considerations insisted 
upon, it is manifest that the prayer for their 
enforcement is in the nature of things beyond 
the sphere of judicial authority, however much 
relief on the subject may be appropriately 
sought from the legislative department of the 
government.” This shows that the maxim 
ubi jus, ibi remedium, is far from universal 
in application. 





INTERSTATE COMERCE COMMISSION — 
INQUIRY INTO EXPENDITURES FOR PO- 
LITICAL PURPOSES.—In Smith v. Inters. 
Comm. Com., 38 Sup. Ct. 30, it was held by 
U. S. Supreme Court, that by amendment in 
1916, of the Commerce Act, providing that the 
Commission may, on its own motion, have 
power to institute an inquiry as to any matter 
“relating to the enforcement of any of the pro- 
visions of this act,” it could institute inquiry 
as to what amount, if any, railroads engaged 
in interstate commerce “have subscribed, ex- 
pended or contributed * * * for maintaining 
political. or legislative agents, for contributing 
to political campaigns, for creating sentiment 
in favor of any of the plans of any of said 
railroads.” 


Under the former act it was held that inves- 
tigation was confined to matters where inquiry 
is begun upon complaint by a railroad com- 
missioner or commission of any state. Th- 
amendment provides for an investigation ez- 
mero motu. It was claimed, also, by objector 
that if the commission move itself, it must 
make “a definite charge of evil or abuse, and 
the inquiry must not transcend either a definite 
charge or remedy therefor.” It was said, also, 
that otherwise there was “an exercise of auto- 
cratic power condemned in Harriman v. Inters. 
Comm. Com., 211 U. S. 407.” 

The court disposes of the latter objection 
by declaring that the outlook of the commis- 
sion is “as comprehensive as the interest of 
the whole country,” and the powers for serving 
those interests “must necessarily be expressed 
in generalities.” “A precise specification of 





powers might work a limitation and all not 
enumerated be asserted to be withheld.” It 
often, however, has been held that a special 
tribunal like the commission relies upon con- 
ferred power and grant thereof must be looked 
for in the statute. 

The court reasons that “The expenditures 
of the carriers essentially concern their busi- 
ness. Section 20 declares it and gives the 
commission power to require a detail of them, 
and necessarily not only of their amount, but 
purpose, and how charged. And the commis- 
sion. must have power to prevent evasion of 
its orders and detect in any formal compli- 
ance or in the assignment of expenses a ‘pos- 
sible concealment of forbidden practices’.” 

This seems clear under the principle that 
when power is conferred, the necessary steps to 
its rightful exercise impliedly are authorized, 
and it seems strange, that it should have been 
considered forbidden under the old statute to 
make the inquiry initiated in the Harriman 
case. That involved inquiry pretty much of 
the same sort as does this case. 

The court says, in conclusion: “Abstractly 
speaking, we are not disposed to say that a 
carrier may not attempt to mold or enlighten 
public opinion, but we are quite clear that its 
conduct and the expenditure of its funds are 
open to inquiry. If it may not .rest inactive 
and suffer injustice it may not, on the other 
hand, use its power in opposition to the poli- 
cies of the government. * * * The purpose of 
an investigation is the penetration of disguises 
or to form a definite estimate of any conduct 
of the carriers that may in any way affect their 
relation to the public.” 

We think there is a large question here left 
open. It seems to us there is not meant to con- 
fer on the commission inquiry of their own 
personal views, into a question which either 
rightly may be controlled or not. If the view 
abstractly referred to is the right one, a com- 
mission cannot take any steps in the matter. 
It does not relate, in a legal way, to the en- 
forcement wrongly of any provisions of the 
Commerce Act. 





TAXATION—DEPOSITS IN STATE TAX- 
ABLE AT DOMICILE OF NON-RESIDENT 
OWNER.—In Fidelity & Columbian Trust Co. 
v. Louisville, 38 Sup. Ct. 40, the ruling of Ken- 
tucky Court of Appeals, it is held that deposits 
in a Missouri bank belonging to a decedent, 
omitted from his return in his lifetime, are 
assessable in Kentucky against his estate, 
though they also were taxable in Missouri. 

The opinion is by Justice Holmes, and there 
is dissent without opinion by the Chief Jus- 
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tice. It is said: “Liability to taxation in one 
state does not necessarily exclude taxation in 
another. * * * The present tax is a tax upon 
the person, as is shown by the form of the 
suit, and is imposed, it may be presumed, for 
the general advantage of living within the 
jurisdiction. These advantages, if the state so 
chooses, may be measured more or less by ref- 
erence to the riches of the person taxed. Un- 
less it is declared unlawful by authority, we 
see nothing to hinder the state from taking a 
man’s credits into account. But so far from 
being declared unlawful, it has been decided 
by this court, that whether a state shall judge 
the contribution by the value of such credits 
and choses in action, not exempted by superior 
authority, is the state’s affair, not to be inter- 
fered with by the United States, and, there- 
fore, that a state may tax a man for a debt 
due from a resident of another state. Kirtland 
v. Hotchkiss, 100 U. S. 491.” 





In speaking of the case of Union Refrig. 
Trans. Co. v. Kentucky, 199 U. S. 194, it was 
said: “It is argued that in a later case the 
court has held the power of taxation not to 
extend to chattels permanently situated out- 
side the jurisdiction, though the owner was 
within it, and that the power ought equally to 
be denied as to debts depending for their valid- 
ity and enforcement upon a jurisdiction other 
than that levying the tax. But this court has 
not attempted to press the principle so far and 
there is opposed to it the long-established prac- 
tice of considering the debts due to a man in 
determining his wealth at his domicile for the 
purposes of this sort of a tax.” 


The case which held there was this distinc- 
tion between chattels and credits is an excep- 
tion grafted upon the principle “mobilia se- 
quuntur personam,” and it seems to us it is 
conceivable the same exception might be spell- 
ed out, in some instances, at least, as to cred- 
its permanently situated in another state. If 
it is merely choice in having a credit in an- 
other state, as, for example, deposits in a bank 
in another state, the resident should not be 
allowed thereby to escape taxation in his home 
state. If he were carrying on business in 
another state and it were necessary to main- 
tain funds there to support it, the situation 
ought to be as in that of chattels there per- 
manently situated. The maxim of which men- 
tion is made, is, at all events, a mere fic- 
tion in law. If where the property is, whether 
chattels or credits, protection of government 
is afforded, and none at the domicile of the 
owner at the former place, the tax ought to 
be imposed. Government ought to be of some 
benefit to the owner who is taxed. 





EFFECT OF WAR ON CONTRACTS— 
QUESTIONS IN THE BRITISH 
COURTS. 


Decisions which may be termed “war 
cases” are becoming exceedingly numerous, 
but, as has been very properly pointed out 


by several commentators, the bigger portion © 


of these deal with matters which, though 
now of great national importance, are le- 
gally of only temporary interest. But on 
the other hand, there are cases being de- 
cided at the present time which will prob- 
ably be quoted years hence as authorities 
which have developed the law. This is par- 
ticularly the case as regards the law of con- 
tract. We propose to call the reader’s at- 
tention to some of the recent cases result- 
ing from the war, but nevertheless develop- 
ing a permanent principle of law. We pro- 
pose to deal with such of these cases as 
treat of the effect of impossibility of per- 
formance on the rights of parties to a con- 
tract. Such cases are both of temporary 
and of permanent importance. 


The root principle in the kaw of contract 
is that a contract made must be performed. 
If a contract cannot be performed, for some 
unforeseen reason, then the contract fails 
and the parties are discharged. Observe 
the inconsistency between these two state- 
ments. Yet these two statements seem 
fully justified by the authorities. They 
must be harmonized, and to bridge that dif- 
ficulty the courts have, from time to time, 
had recourse to divers doctrines. In sup- 
port of the first principle—the root prin- 
ciple as we have called it—we may refer 
the reader to the well-known statement that 
a man must either perform his contract 
or pay damages for not performing it. 
“There seems to be no doubt,” said Lord 
Blackburn in Taylor v. Caldwell,’ that 
“where there is a positive contract to do a 
thing, not in itself unlwaful, the contrac- 
tor must perform it or pay damages for 


(1) 1863 B. & S. 826. 
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not doing it, although in consequence of 
“unforeseen accidents the performance of 
ais contract has become unexpectedly bur- 
densome or even impossible.” 


That a contract should be held to be dis- 
charged because one party, as subsequent 
events prove, has made a bad bargain, 
could, of course, never be sustained as a 
proposition of law based on logic or con- 
venience. But again and again the courts 
have held a contract to be at an end when 
circumstances have subvened before the 
performance which render performance im- 
possible. Logically, therefore, it would 
seem that the true position is this: if a man 
undertakes to perform a contract in clear, 
unconditional terms, he in effect under- 
takes to perform it, come what may. His 
contract is, indeed, to do or to procure the 
doing of the thing in question, and to pay 
damages if the thing for some foreseen or 
unforeseen circumstances is not done as 
agreed. That seems to be the true explana- 
tion. It is qualified only by this, that the 
thing to be done is lawful. If a man pur- 
ports to contract to do an unlawful act, 
there is no contract. If the act would be 
unlawful when the contract is made and 
becomes unlawful before performance, we 
have a refinement with which we need not 
in the meantime deal. 


The courts have always been ready to 
find some ground on which to qualify the 
application of the general root principle 
that a man must perform his contract or 
pay damages where unforeseen circum- 
stances render performance impossible. 
There seem to be two main grounds for 
escaping the consequence of the root prin- 
ciple. It may, however, be doubted whether 
logically there is not, indeed, one ground 
only. However, in the present state of the 
development of the law of contract it is 
better to recognize the two grounds for ex- 
ception. The first is* that there is some 
tacit condition for the continuance of cir- 
cumstances rendering performance possible. 


The second is that the whole contract falls ! 


. contract. 





to the ground and is gone, in so far as any 
future performance is concerned. 


The holding that a contract is suspended 
because of some unforeseen circumstances 
not contemplated by the parties when they 
entered into it must often be based on the 
words of the contract in question. Lord 
Haldane developed this point considerably 
in his judgment in the House of Lords in — 
the recent case of Tamplin Steamship 
Company( Limited, v. Anglo-Mexican Pe- 
troleum Products Company, Limited.* His 
Lordship pointed out that where people 
enter into a contract which is dependent 
for the possibility of performance on the 
continued existence of some set of cireum- 
stances, and for some reason beyond the 
control of the parties, those circumstances 
afterwards cease to exist, the contract is 
prima facie to be regarded as: dissolved. 
There is no bargain with regard to the con- 
tingency. But where the contract itself con- 
tains a Stipulation which provides: for the 
merely partial or temporary suspension of 
certain of its obligations, his Lordship 
pointed out that the question arose whether 
the event which has actually made the 
specific thing no longer available for per- 
formance is such that it can be regarded 
as being of a nature sufficiently limited to 
fall within the suspensory stipulation in the 
His Lordship went on to say 
that although the words of the stipulation 
might be such that the mere letter .would 


t describe what had occurred, the occurrence 


itself might yet be of a character and ex- 
tent so sweeping that the foundation of 
what the parties are deemed to have had 
in contemplation had disappeared, so that 
the contract itself had vanished. On the 
other hand, if the course of events could be 
regarded as consistent with the continued 
existence of the contract, it would follow 
that where the event possessed the more 
limited character there would be a mere 
suspension. The question must always turn 
mainly on the facts. “If,” said his Lord- 


bo 


(2) A. C. 397. 
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ship, “the facts be such that it appears that 
the power of performance has been wholly 
swept away to such an extent that there is 
no longer in view a definite prospect of this 
power being restored, then the contract 
‘must be looked upon as being wholly dis- 
solved, and the courts cannot take any 
course which would in reality impose new 
and different terms on the parties. 


Though we have given prominence to the 
opinion of Lord Haldane in the case re- 
ferred to, yet the majority of the House 
of Lords came to a different conclusion in 
that particular action. Nevertheless, the 
doctrine laid down by Lord Haldane seems 
to have secured the approval of professional 
and mercantile opinion and may now be 
said to be generally recognized as the true 
ground for holding contracts discharged by 
subsequent impossibility of performance, 
and it was upon the authority of that prin- 
ciple that a subsequent case, which we shall 
now notice, was decided. 

In Metropolitan Water Board v. Dick 
Kerr & Co.,? the defendants had agreed to 
construct a large reservoir for a certain 
sum within six years, and under the con- 
tract all tools, etc., brought by them on to 
the works were, for the time being, to be 
the property of the plaintiffs. When the 
work had been started and tools, etc., to a 


considerable value had been brought on to | 


the works, the Minister of Munitions, act- 
ing under statutory powers, ordered the de- 
fendants to cease and to hold their plant 
and labor at the disposal of the Minister. 
The tools, plants, etc., or a considerable part 
of them, were removed by the direction of 
the Minister and sold to munition factory 
owners. The men were nearly all taken 
away from the works. The plaintiffs 
claimed that in these circumstances the con- 
tract was only suspended. Under the con- 
tract the engineer had power to allow an 
extension of time for completing the con- 
tract because of any difficulties or impedi- 
ments. The court held, however, that it 


(3) 1917 W.N. 98, 





was discharged, on the ground that there 
was more than a temporary prohibition—the 
continuance of a state of war being too un- 
certain to be regarded as temporary. 


DonaLD MACKAY. 


Glasgow, Scotland. 





IS THERE A PRESUMPTION THAT 
THE COMMON LAW EXISTS IN 
STATES OTHER THAN THOSE 
SUBJECT AT ONE TIME. TO THE 
LAW OF ENGLAND? 


This is a review of the application of the 
rule laid down in the old case of Flato v. 
Mulhall’ to the effect that where the law 
of a sister state becomes material in the 
decision of a cause, and there is no proof 
of the law of such state, there can be no 
presumption indulged that the Common 
Law exists, or was ever in force in such 
state, unless the territory of which such 
state is composed, prior to its becoming a 
part of the Union, was subject to the law 
of England; and the Court will apply the 
law of this state. This rule has been fol- 
lowed and applied in numerous cases; the 
last case, I think, being Madden v. Mo. 
Pac. Ry. Co.,? where the rule is very clear- 
ly stated. 

Since the Flato case the rule has been 
applied to numerous cases arising in Ar- 
kansas, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Okla- 
homa, and perhaps in other states. There 
is no criticism of the rule, but the pro- 
priety of applying the rule to these and 
other states, I desire to examine briefly. 

By the Ordinance of July 13, 1797, the 
Northwest Territory, ceded by Virginia to 
the United States, was organized. Sec. 2 
of that Ordinance put the Common Law in 
force in all of the Northwest Territory, in 
the following langugge: “The inhabitants 
of said Territory shall always be entitled 


55 (not yet officially reported). 
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to * * * judicial proceedings according to 
the course of the common law.” This Ter- 
ritory was afterwards erected into the five 
states of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan 
and Wisconsin. 

The courts, wherever they have had oc- 
casion to construe this language, have held 
that it meant that the common law as in- 
terpreted by the Courts of America was 
the common law of all the Northwest Ter- 
ritory.* 

After the Louisiana Purchase, by Act 
of Congress in 1804, the country thus pur- 
chased was organized into two Territories 
—the Territory of Orleans, which com- 
prised all of the territory south of the 
33rd degree of north latitude ; and the Ter- 
ritory of Louisiana, which comprised all 
the balance of said Purchase ; and the latter 
was put under the government of Indian 
Territory. 


By Act of Congress of June 4, 1812, the 
Louisiana Territory was organized into a 
separate Territorial Government, under 
the name of Missouri. Section 14 of said 
Act provided: “That the people of said 
Territory shall always be entitled to pro- 
portionate representation in the general as- 
sembly; to judicial proceedings according 
to the common law and the law and usages 
in force in said Territory,” etc. This Act 
of Congress put the common law in force 
in all the Louisiana Purchase lying north 
of the 33rd parallel, west of the Mississippi 
River, to the crest of the Rocky Mountains, 
and to the Canadian line. This includes 
Arkansas, Indian Territory (now Okla- 
homa), Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, Wyom- 
ing, North and South Dakota, and all that 
part of Colorado and Montana lying east 
of the crest of the Rocky Mountains. But 
in addition to this, while all this country 
was a part of Missouri Territory, the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Missouri, by an Act 
passed on the 19th day of January, 1816, 


(3) See: Penny v. Little, 3 Scam. (Ill.) 301; 
Clark v. Clark, 18 Ind. 158; Coburn v. Harvey, 
18 Wisc. 156; and many other cases. 





enacted the Statute as it still appears in 
the Revised Statutes of Missouri.* 


The Act of Congress of April 20, 1836, 
organizing the Territory of Wisconsin, ex- 
tended the laws of that Territory over all 
that part of the Missouri Territory lying 
north of the north line of the State of Mis- 
souri and between the Mississippi and, Mis- 
ouri Rivers; and Sec. 12 of the Act pro- 
vides that the inhabitants of all that ter- 
ritory shall forever enjoy all the rights and 
privileges. secured to the people of the 
Northwest Territory by the Ordinance of 
July 13, 1787. 

The foregoing shows that the common 
law was put in force in all the territory east 
of the crest of the Rocky Mountains (ex- 
cept Florida and Louisiana and the State 
of Texas) by public Acts of Congress and 
an act of the Territorial Legislature of 
Missouri Territory, of all of which the 
Courts will take judicial notice. 


An Act of Congress of August 14, 1848, 
organized the Territory of Oregon. It in- 
cluded all the territory of the United States 
lying north of the 42nd degree of north lat- 
itude (that is, the north line of California) 
and west of the crest of the Rocky Moun- 
tains; the present States of Washington, 
Oregon, Idaho and that part of Montana 
and Wyoming lying west of the crest of 
the Rocky Mountains. By Sec. 14 of this 
Act it is provided, “That the inhabitants of 
said Territory shall be entitled to enjoy 
all and singular the rights, privileges and 
advantages granted and secured to the peo- 
ple of the Territory of the United States 
northwest of the. Ohio River, by the 
Articles of the compact contained in the 
Ordinance for the government of said Ter- 
ritory of the 13th of July, 1787. “This clause 
was inserted, doubtless, to prevent slavery 
in that Territory, as slavery was prohibit- 
ed by that Ordinance. But whatever the 


(4) See: Laws of Missouri Territory, Decem- 
ber Session, 1815, page 32, § 1; Digest of the 
Laws of Missouri Territory, by Henry S. Guyer, 
published by authority, 1818, page 124, § 14. 
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purpose, it had the effect of putting in 
force the common law in all those states 
until the same should be changed by proper 
legislation, by competent authority. 


The only remaining territory of the 
United States is that acquired from Mex- 
ico as a result of the Mexican War, and 
includes the present States of California, 
Arizona, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, and 
that part of the State of Colorado lying 
west of the Rocky Mountains. 


California was never provided with a 
Territorial Government, but was admitted 
as a state, upon a formed Constitution, and 
of course if the common law was put in 
force it was by virtue of the Constitution 
and Statutes of that state. Of these the 
Courts will not take judicial notice without 
proof. And no presumption can be in- 


dulged. 


As to the other states named, they were 
all carved out of the Province of New 
Mexico, which embraces all that territory 
south of the 42nd degree of north latitude, 
and between the crest of the Rocky Moun- 
tains on the east and the Sierra Nevada on 
the west. As to the Province of New 
Mexico, when General Kearney and Gen- 
eral Doniphan, in 1846, occupied this Ter- 
ritory and took possession of Santa Fe, its 
capitol, General Kearney, in command, is- 
sued a Military Proclamation annexing the 
territory to the United States, and made all 
of the inhabitants thereof citizens of the 
United States, and sent for all their chief 
men and required them to take the oath of 
allegiance to the United States. In order 
to provide a civil government for the peo- 
ple of this territory, General Kearney ap- 
pointed Col. Doniphan and Willard P. Hall 
(both lawyers), to draw up a code of laws 
for the government of the territory. They 
took the Revised Statutes of Missouri of 
1845 and eliminating such only as were in- 
applicable to local conditions, and adding 
only such as local conditions required, 





adopted them bodily as the laws of New 
Mexico.° 





This is a matter of public political his- 
tory of which the Courts will take judicial 
notice. And it is also a matter of public 
history that the laws of Missouri con- 
tinued to be the laws of New Mexico, and 
many of them are so yet. At the time of 
this transaction the Revised Statutes of 
Missouri contained the present statute 
adopting the common law, just as it was 
adopted by the Missouri Territorial Leg- 
islature in 1816. 


In addition, the Act of Congress of Sep- 
tember 9, 1850, organizing the Territory of 
New Mexico, contains a provision extend- 
ing “The Constitution and laws of the 
United States, not locally inapplicable 
over said Territory.” This provision 
is in all the Acts of Congress organ- 
izing the other Territorial Governments 
carved out of New Mexico. 
thereto, this Act prescribes a judiciary, and 
judicial procedure; which is according to 
the course of common law. 


Whatever criticism we have to make of 
the Missouri cases first above cited, it is 
not the rule of law laid down in these cases, 
but of the proper application of the rule. 
The rule there announced determined when 
the presumptions concerning the existence 
of the common law in other states, will not 
be raised, should only be applied where the 
cause of action arises out of the laws of 
California, Texas, Louisiana or Florida. 


The writer had occasion to present this 
question to the Kansas City Court of Ap- 
peals in the case of Davis v. McColl, at 
the March Term, 1914, of that Court, in a 
case arising under the laws of Iowa, and 
succeeded in convincing that Court of the 
correctness of the views expresed in this 
article.* The same matter was presented to 
the Springfield Court of Appeals at its 


(5) See: Doniphan‘s Expedition, by John T. 
Hughes, new edition by W. E. Connelly, page 
587; Twitchell, History of New Mexico. 

(6) 179 Mo. App. 198. 


In addition 
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December Term, 1914," in a case arising in 
the State of Arkansas, and that Court took 
the same view of the matter. But in as 
much as the Courts of Appeals must fol- 
low the ruling of the Supreme Court on the 
subject of the proper application of this 
rule, and the probability of a case involv- 
ing more than $7,500.00 being presented 
to the Court by counsel who will take the 
trouble to look the matter up, and present 
the question, is so remote that the writer 
deems it of sufficient importance to justify 
the publication in the Central Law Journal 
of this article for the consideration of the 
bench and bar of Missouri and other states, 
especially of the great Trans-Mississippi 
Empire. 
RoLanp HucHEs. 
Kansas City, Mo. 


(7) 186 Mo. App. 408. 








‘ 


FOREIGN CORPORATION—TOLLING STAT- 
UTE OF LIMITATIONS. 





STATE ex rel. OLIVER et al. v. UNITED 
STATES FIDELITY & GUARANTY 











CO. et al. 
Supreme Court of North Carolina. Oct. 31, 
; 1917. 
93 S. E. 948. 
Where a foreign corporation has complied 


with Revisal 1905, § 1243, by continuously main- 
taining an agent in the state upon whom valid 
service may be had, it is protected by the statute 
of limitations, and it makes no difference that 
there was no formal compliance with statutery 
requirements for domestication and _ process 
agents. 


HOKE, J. On the hearing there was evi- 


_ dence tending to show that in December, 1904, 


John C. Gorham, intestate, qualified as guard- 
ian of feme plaintiff and gave bond, with de- 
fendant company, a foreign corporation, as 
surety; that on November 9, 1906, said guard- 
ian filed an annual account showing receipt 
of guardianship funds with a balance then due 
of $1,465.23, and that no other account was ever 
filed by him; that during his guardianship he 
received other funds belonging to his ward, for 





which he has failed to account and died on 
February 28, 1910, owing said ward a balance 
of $7,610.12, with interest, etc.; that, soon after 
his death, defendant E. E. Gorham qualified as 
his administrator, and judgment for said 
amount has been duly entered against him; 
that the ward became of age on April 25, 1911, 
and two years thereafter she, through her at- 
torneys, demanded an accounting and settle- 
ment of the defendant company of all amounts 
due by reason of said guardianship; that some 
time thereafter, precise date not given, she 
intermarried with co-plaintiff, and on January 
12, 1917, instituted the present action. It was 
further shown that Q. K. Nimocks, resident 
in Fayetteville, N. C., was general agent of 
defendant bonding company in Cumberland 
and several other counties, and has been such 
since the company began business in the state 
in 1896; that he is general agent for the com- 
pany for executing their judicial bonds, col- 
lects premiums on such bonds written by him, 
and has done so since he has served as gen- 
eral agent, etc. 


Upon these, the facts chiefly relevant, his 
honor, in effect, instructed the jury that, if 
they believed the evidence, they would answer 
the issue as to statute of limitations “No,” 
and in this we think there was error which 
entitles appellant to a new trial. The guardian 
having filed no final account, the statute of 
limitations applicable is three years from the 
time of default, and, at furthest, within three 
years from the ward’s coming of age. Self 
v. Shugart, 135 N. C. p. 185, 47 S. E. 484; 
Revisal, § 395, subsec. 6. This being true, on 
the facts in evidence, plaintiff's cause of ac- 
tion is clearly barred, unless it is preserved 
by reason of § 366 of the Revisal, which sus- 
pends the running of the statute in certain 
cases on account of absence from the state, 
and this in the present instance because of the 
fact that defendant is a foreign corporation. 


Considering the case in that aspect, under 
the decision in Volivar v. Cedar Works, 152 N. 
C. p. 656, 68 S. E. 200, 21 Ann. Cas. 623, opin- 
ion by Associate Justice Brown, it is estab- 
lished with us that, where a foreign corporation 
has complied with provision of our statute 
(Revisal, §-1243) by maintaining an agent in 
the state upon whom valid service of process 
may be had, our statute of limitations is avail- 
able for its protection as in case of citizens 
and residents within the state. And a perusal 
of this well-considered decision and others to 
like purport, will show that the principle is not 
restricted to cases where there has been for- 
mal compliance with the statutory requirements 
for domesticating these corporations and the 
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appointment of process agents, but it extends 
and should apply to all cases where such cor- 
porations, doing business or holding property 
within the state, have been continuously for 
the statutory period subject to valid service 
of process,.so as to render binding judgments 
in personam against them. Turcott v. Rail- 
road, 101 Tenn. 102, 45 S. W. 1067, 40 L. R. A. 
768, 70 Am. St. Rep. 661; Huss v. Central Bank 
Co., 66 Ala 472-475; Pa. Co. v. Sloan, 1 Ill. App. 
364; Sidway v. Livestock Co., 187 Mo. 649, 86 
S. W. 150. And see, generally, So. Ry. v. 
Greene, 216 U. S. 400, 30 Sup. Ct. 287, 54 L. Ed. 
536, 17 Ann. Cas. 1247; Murfree on Foreign 
Corporations, § 94; 13 Amer. & Eng. Enc. (2d 
Ed.), p. 904. 

Authoritative cases on the subject are to 
the effect, further, that when a state, by its 
statutes, has established and provided a meth- 
od of personal service of process on foreign 
corporations doing business therein, one that 
is reasonably calculated to give full notice to 
such companies of the pendency of suits 
against them, these provisions are to be re- 
garded as conditions on which they are allow- 
ed to do business within the state, and when 
they afterwards come into the state and enter 
on their business they are taken to have ac- 
cepted as valid the statutory method provided, 
and such a service will be held to confer juris- 
diction. St. Clair v. Cox, 106 U. S. 350-356, 
1 Sup. Ct. 354, 27 L. Ed. 222; Beale on Foreign 
Corporations, §§ 74, 266. In citation to Beale 
(§ 266), it is said: 


“The consent to be sued may be implied 
from the conduct of the foreign corporation. 
If the law of the state provides that a foreign 
corporation doing business in the state shall 
be liable in its courts after process served in 
a prescribed manner, this is to be regarded as 
the expression of the will of the state that a 
foreign corporation shall do business in the 
state only on condition that it consent to be 
sued,” etc. 

Referring, then, to our state legislation on 
the subject, as to foreign corporations gener- 
ally, Revisal, § 1243, provides that every cor- 
poration doing business in this state, whether 
incorporated under its laws or not, shall have 
one officer in the state upon whom process can 
be served, etc., and that such process may be 
properly served by leaving a true copy of the 
process with the secretary of state, etc. And, 
in foreign companies doing business within the 
state, we have held that valid service of court 
process can be made in the manner indicated, 
and also on officers and agents of the company 
in cases specified as to foreign corporations in 
the general provisions of § 440 of the Revisal, 
construed in Whitehurst v. Kerr, 153 N. C. 76, 
68 S. E. 913, and other cases. 





As to companies coming under the general 
insurance laws of the state, and who have 
obtained license to do business here under its 
laws, the method of ‘service is provided in 
§ 4750 of Revisal, authorizing service on the 
insurance commissioner, its general agent for 
service, or on some officer of the company 
And, as to building and loan associations, pro- 
vision for service is made in Revisal, § 3906. 
ct these last-mentioned companies are dou... 
business without such license, they are no 
doubt subject to service under the general pro- 
visions of the former sections of the Revisal 
($$ 440, 1243). 

Considering the record in view of these prin- 
ciples and the statutory provisions applicable, 
there has not been a time during the entire 
period covered by these transactions when 
valid service on defendant company could not 
have been had, and, if the facts as now pre- 
sented are accepted by the jury, plaintiff’s 
cause of action is barred. For the error indi- 
cated, plaintiff is entitled to a new trial of the 
case; and it is so ordered. 

New trial. 


Note.—Tolling Statute of Limitations as to 
Foreign Corporations—It has been held by at 
least four states, that a foreign corporation, 
though present in business activity and by per- 
mission through statutory compliance so as to be 
there suable, is not present in a state so as to 
have the bar of the statute of limitations apply 
as to contracts by it, unless the statute expressly 
so states. 


Thus in Williams v. Metropolitan St. Ry. Co., 
68 Kan. 17, 74 Pac. 600, 104 Am. St. Rep. 377, 
64 L. R. A. 794, 1 Ann. Cas. 6, it was held that 
where the statute said that if one be out of the 
state the period limited for the commencement 
of an action shall not begin to run nor time be 
computed in his favor after the action has ac- 
crued until he comes into the state, that in no 
way can a foreign corporation come into the 
state. The court said: “While a valid judgment 
may be taken against a corporation in this state 
by service here on its officers or agents trans- 
acting business for it, yet such fact does not 
compel us to hold that, within the meaning of 
our limitation law, it is personally present in the 
state when served.” 

So also held Wisconsin. Larson v. Aultman 
& Taylor Co., 86 Wis. 281, 56 N. W. 915, 39 Am. 
St. Rep. 893. And so Nevada decision. Sutro 
Tunnel Co. v. Seg. Belcher Min. Co., 19 Nev. 
121, 7 Pac. 271. And in New York under for- 
mer legislation, Boardman v. Lake Shore & M. 
S. R. Co., & N. Y. 157. ‘ 

But the contrary view is that a foreign cor- 
poration is not absent from the state, under 
statutes of limitation during the time process 
may be served on it. 

In Hale v. St. L. & S. F. R. Co., 39 Okla. 192, 
134 Pac, 949, L. R. A. 195C, 544, it was held that 
if corporation refuses to submit itself to the law 
and persists in doing business in the state in 
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violation of state policy, it cannot avail itself of 
a statute of limitations for the benefit of resi- 
dents. In this case a railroad refused to appoint 
a service agent within the state as by statute re- 
quired. The company claimed that it was pro- 
vided that service could be made in the state 
on any local superintendent of repairs, or freight 
agent, an agent to sell tickets or any station- 
keeper of the company. But it was said that the 
sole test of presence is not that such service 
may be made, but there ought to be a statute 
for appointment of an agent on whom service 
could be made and compliance therewith. “The 
foreign corporation might have no property in 
the state out of which a judgment could be 
satisfied. * * * The statute authorizing service 
on a local agent was not put in force for the 
purpose of affecting or qualifying the statutes of 
limitation, nor for the purpose of justifying for- 
eign corporation in violating the law.” 

In Turcott v. Railroad, 101 Tenn. 102, 45 S. 
W. 1067, 40 L. R. A. 768, 70 Am. St. Rep. 661, 
the ruling was squarely opposed to the Hale 
case, the corporation having agents in the state 
on whom service at any time could be had, but 
there being no compliance with requirements of 
statute as to filing and registration of charter. 
The court said: “The purpose of that act was to 
require corporations to file and register their 
charters in order that they might do business 
* * * but it was never intended to exempt them 
from suit if they disregarded the statute nor to 
estop them from making defense if so sued. * * * 
This company was in the state owning property 
and doing business before the act was passed.” 


In Colonial & U. S. M. Co. v. N. W. Thresher 
Co., 14 N. D. 147, 103 N. W. 915, 70 L. R. A. 
814, 116 Am. St. Rep. 642, 8 Ann. Cas. 1160, the 
maintaining of an agent in the state upon service 
could be made as provided by statute, this to 
the extent domesticated the corporation. See 
also Sidway v. Mo. Land & L. S. Co., 187 Mo. 
649, 82 S. W. 150. 

Where a Montana statute provided that in case 
a corporation fails to comply with the statute so 
as to entitle it to carry on business in the state, 
this merely enables its adversary to prove its 
incorporation by reputation, this does not pre- 
vent it from pleading the statute where process 
could be served on it at any time within the 
limitation period. King v. Nat. M. & E. Co. 4 
Mont. 1, 1 Pac. 727. 

Where an insurance company failed to comply 
with stafute authorizing it to carry on business 
in a state, but had appointed an agent under a 
general statute on whom process might be served, 
this made it present so as to plead the statute. 
O’Connor v. Aetna L. Ins. Co., 67 Neb. 122, 93 
N. W. 137. 

Many states hold that compliance with the 
statute for the purpose of enabling a corpora- 
tion to carry on business, including appointment 
of agent on whom process could be served, makes 
presence in the state, as though this were a cor- 
poration’s home state. Volivar v. Richmond 


Cedar Works, 152 N. C. 656, 68 S. E. 200, 21 
Ann. Cas. 623; Wall v. Railroad, 69 Iowa 501, 
29 N. W. 427; Huss v. Railroad, 66 Ala. 472: 
Lawrence v. Ballou, 50 Cal. 258; Abell v. Ins. 
Co., 18 W. Va. 400. 

It seems to us that in a practical age with state 


boundaries counting less in business and other 


intercourse than in former days, the majority 
rule of no tolling of the statute is better—espe- 
cially if the foreign corporation holds itself out 
openly to the world or in the state. In nine out 
of ten cases the debt sued on may have been 
contracted or the liability created with a full 
recognition of this fact. That it might not 
have property in the state where it is sued, 
would only cause the suitor to have to sue on 
an exemplified judgment to a state where it had 
property. C. 








CORRESPONDENCE 





HOW TO HELP WIN THE WAR. 





Editor Central Law Journal: 

Upon reading Mr. Shelton’s editorial in cur- 
rent “Journal” (Dec. 7, 1917), am interested 
| in inquiring: 

What specific or concrete line of action, by 
way of articulation with one or more other 
organizations or associations promotive of the 
war, does this Citizens’ Force referred to in the 
editorial perform, in states where it has been 
established? If I could secure some specific 
instructions, based upon actual practice, say in 
Virginia, it would be very helpful in aiding in 
drawing a conclusion as to whether, in view 
of the existence in my state of several organ- 
izations whose purpose is to help, from the 
standpoint of general citizenship, the winning 
of the war. I await with interest your 
response. i 

CHARLES E. DELAND. 

Pierre, S. D. 


[We have no doubt that Mr. Shelton, to 
whom we have referred this inquiry, will be 
able in subsequent editorials to make specific 
suggestions that will assist our correspondent. 
Mr. Shelton is now consulting and advising 
with the governor of Virginia in working out 
some definite plans for that state, which we 
hope will result in suggestions which all of us 
may find helpful. In the meantime, sugges- 
tions from our subscribers will be appreciated. 
—Ed.] 





JUDICIAL OPINIONS IN AMERICAN 
COURTS. 





Editor, Central Law Journal: 


I have been reading with interest article 
entitled, “Judicial Opinions in American 
Courts—Obscuring Precedent and Increasing 
Confusion,” 85 Central Law Journal 370, and it 
calls to mind the action of Judge Shackleford, 
of the Supreme Court of Florida, in Walsing- 





ham v. State, 56 So. 195. 
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In the Walsingham case, it appears that the 
accused was upon trial charged with murder 
in the first degree in the alleged unlawful 
killing of one Carter. One A. W. Potter was 
called on the panel of petty jurors to try the 
case. On his voir dire examination, Potter 
stated that the wife of the deceased was his 
second cousin. 


In Florida we have a statute disqualifying as 
petty jurors persons related to either party to 
the suit within the third degree. Counsel for the 
accused challenged Potter upon the ground that 
he was related within the third degree to the 
deceased, and contended that the statute in- 
cluded relationship to the deceased, although 
the statute relates to relationship to a party 
to the suit. The lower court denied the chal- 
lenge and subsequent to the conviction — of 
Walsingham of murder in the second degree, 
the case was reviewed in the Supreme Court 
on writ of error, opinion by Mr. Justice 
Shackleford. .- 


Judge Shackleford, at considerable length, 
holds that to be related as second cousin is to 
be related by affinity within the third degree. 


He proceeds then to decide that relationship’ 


to a man’s wife is equivalent to relationship 
to the man, provided, the wife be living, or 
if dead, she left issue surviving her. The 
Judge then proceeds to decide that it does not 
affirmatively appear in the transcript of the 
record that the wife of the deceased, the sec- 
ond cousin of the proposed juror, was living or 
dead, and it did not appear that she left issue, 
but the Judge inferred from certain remarks 
of the lower court that the wife of the deceased 
must have been dead at the time of the trial 
in the lower court. After deciding all this, 
the Judge proceeds to state, at some length, 
that it is questionable whether the statute in 
question applies to a case where the relation- 
ship of the juror is to the deceased person in 
a homicide case, because the deceased is not 
a party to the suit. The Judge states there 
was difference in opinion among the members 
of the court and that the authorities elsewhere 
were in -conflict on the question. He, there- 
fore, leaves open the vital question in the case, 
by not deciding it at all. 


After all this, Judge Shackleford disposes of 
* the contention of the accused in one short, 
terse paragraph, which, if stated at the begin- 
ning, might have saved himself considerable 
labor and reduced the length of the opinion. 
He says: 


“It also affirmatively appears that this juror 
did not form one of the jurors who tried the 
defendant; consequently such juoror must have 





been peremptorily challenged. This assign- 
ment has not been sustained.” 


It occurs to me, that the court might have 
disposed of the whole controversy by simply 
stating in a few words that, in as much as the 
proposed. juror did not sit in the case, the 
accused was not harmed and it was, therefore, 
immaterial whether he was qualified or dis- 
qualified to sit in the case. If, instead of doing 
this, the court wished to establish a precedent 
that might be of service to the bench and bar 
in future cases, the court might have decided 
whether or not the statute covered a case 
where the proposed juror was related to the 
deceased. Very truly yours, 


Joun P. STOKES, 
Pensacola, Fla. 


Note—The article referred to strongly dep- 
recated the writing of opinions merely dis- 
cursive and wholly without value as 
precedents. We think the case that is treated 
by our correspondent is far from exceptional. 
Our readers may no doubt know of other 
opinions just as useless as this one, and each 
one has potentiality in it of confusion. They 
derogate from true importance of judicial utter- 
ance. It also professes to be an opinion by 
the court to which all may not have agreed.— 
EpITor. 








BOOK REVIEW. 





JUDSON ON TAXATION, SECOND EDITION. 





The author of the above book, Mr. Frederick 
N. Judson, of St. Louis Bar, came into the 
class,of standard text-book authors in 1902 by 
the first edition of his work on Taxation. Fif- 
teen years later there appears the Second Edi- 
tion. At this time questions of taxation are 
enlisting the attention of legislators and courts 
more, perhaps, than ever in our history. 


The pressure of emergencies, both state and 
national, calls for new methods to meet our 
needs. The war, in which our country is en- 
gaged, presents new problems, many of which 
may be forgotten when peace again asserts 
its sway, but many also will remain to raise 
the sums to pay our interest and the principal 
debt so greatly enlarged. 


Furthermore our economic situation will be 
vastly different than it has been heretofore. 

Mr. Judson has done far more than revise 
his former excellent work; he practically has 
recast the old effort in the knowledge our 
rapid advancement has made in the past fif- 
teen years. He has kept in view the federal 
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system as distinct from state systems of tax- 
ation, while at the same time treating all to- 
gether, where principles of common application 
are dealt with. 


The appendices contain the various state 
systems as shown by legislation, and the fed- 
eral system as regards internal taxation, in- 
come tax, inheritance tax, miscellaneous excise 
taxes and the war revenue act of 1917. 


The work is up to the high mark of the 
former edition in the treatment of questions of 
national and state importance. The style of 
the author is clear and incisive and its divi- 
sion into chapters and sections is logical in 
arrangement. 

The book is excellent in typographical ap- 
pearance and binding in law buckram and 
comes from the well-known house of the F. H. 
Thomas Law Book Company, St. Louis, 1917. 








BOOKS RECEIVED. 





Corpus Juris. A Complete and Systematic 
Statement of the Whole Body of the Law, as 
Embodied in and Developed by all Reported 
Decisions. Edited by William Mack, LL. D., 
Editor-in-Chief of Law and Procedure; and Wil- 
liam Benjamin Hale, LL. B., Contributing Edi- 
tor of the American and English Encyclopedia 
of Law and the Encyclopedia of Pleading and 
Practice. Volume XII. New York. The Amer- 
ican Law Book Company. 1917. Review will 
follow. 





A Treatise on the Law of Inheritance Taxa- 
tion, with Practices and Forms. By Lafayette 
B. Gleason, Attorney for Comptroller for New 
York City, and Alexander Otis, of the New 
York City Bar. Albany and New York City. 
Matthew Bender & Company. 1917. Price, 
$7.50. Review will follow. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





Lives of great men all remind us, 
As their pages o’er we turn, 

That we're apt to leave behind us 
Letters that we ought to burn. 





It was quite an event in this particular 
sophomore’s career as he arose to recite a 
memorized oration at a public meeting. After 
the first few sentences, however, his memory 





failed him and a look of blank despair cov- 
ered his features. Then he blurted out: 

“Ladies and gentlemen: Washington is dead, 
Lincoln is dead”—then a moment’s confusion 
and he continued: “and—I—I am beginning 
to feel sick myself.”—St. Louis Republic. 





It was at a Shakespeare club in a small 
country town. The president of the club, a 
young lawyer, was giving his views on the 
Shakespeare-Bacon controversy, and closed his 
argument thus: “I feel sure Shakespeare 
wrote the plays, because he was a lawyer. No 
common man could have written them.” A 
timid little woman, catching his eye, asked 
anxiously, “Are there, then, no uncommon men 
but lawyers?” 





In his newly published volume of recollec- 
tions Balfour Browne tells a story of Justice 
Martin, a bluff lawyer, who was noted for his 
“bulls.” 

One of these is still remembered as probably 
the best example ever uttered by a judge in his 
official capacity. 

He was sentencing a man who had been con- 
vieted of sheep-stealing, and after treating the 
unfortunate prisoner to a lengthy lecture on 
the enormity of his offense, he wound up as 
follows: 

“My man, if you had been tried for this 
eighty years ago, you would have been hung 
tomorrow morning.’ 





Sir Edward Marshall Hall, K. C., the eminent 
English advocate, tells a good story illustrative 
of the fact that the peculiar legal affectation 
known as “judicial ignorance” may possibly 
at times be carried a little too far. 

It appears that he was one day in court 
when a young hooligan was charged with 
grieviously assaulting another of the same 
class. ‘ 
“What have you to say for yourself?” de- 
manded the magistrate. 

“It was a fair fight your worship,” was the 
reply. “I didn’t begin it. ’E” (complainant) 
“walks up to me an’ offers to put me through 
it.” 

“Through what?” asked the magistrate. 

“Through the mill.” 

“What mill?” 

The prisoner simply gasped. “Well, guv’nor,” 
he replied, “I can’t explain no plainer, but,” 
with the air of one anxious to oblige, “TI 
could show you exactly ’ow it’s done,” 

“No, thanks,” remarked the magistrate some- 
what hurriedly. “Twenty shillings and costs. 
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1. Animals—Viciousness.—Petition alleging 
that defendant with gross carelessness permit- 
ted his horse to run loose on city streets, and 
that plaintiff, while playing, was kicked by the 
horse, does not state a-cause of action, where 
it fails to allege that it was in violation of any 
Statute, Or any ordinance of the city, or that 
the owner knew the horse was vicious.—Brady 
v. Straub, Ky., 197 S. W. 938. 


2. Bankruptey—Supplementary Proceedings. 
—Though judge of a state court, in proceedings 
supplementary to execution, directed that one 
who subsequently became bankrupt should not 
dispose of any funds in his hands, such person 
might for institution of bankruptcy use funds 
exempt from execution, or with consent of own- 
er funds in his possession belonging to another. 
—tIn re Francisco, U. S. D. C., 245 Fed. 216. 


3. Banks and Banking—Estoppel.—Estoppel 
does not exist against depositor in action against 
bank for money paid out on raised checks, un- 
less depositor does or says something to induce 
bank to pay them; it being bank’s duty to see 
that indorsements and amounts are correct.— 
Commercial Bank of Grayson v. Arden & Fra- 
ley, Ky., 197 S. W. 961. 

4. Beneficial A iati Local Lodge.—A 
local lodge of the Grand Masonic Lodge which 
had become incorporated by state statute em- 
powering it to acquire and hold property and 


giving it perpetual succession could hold its 
property independent of revocation of its lodge 
charter by the Grand Lodge which was without 
power to destroy the local lodge as a corpora- 
tion of the state.—Vicksburg Lodge No. 26 v. 














Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons of 
Mississippi, Miss., 76 So. 572. 


5. Breach of Marriage Promise—Estoppel.— 
If defendants’ acts induced plaintiff to believe 
that they were engaged and plaintiff acted 
thereon, and defendant, knowing plaintiff was 
acting thereon, continued thereafter to act so 
as to induce such belief, he could not deny-an 
existence of the engagement.—Stamm v, Wood, 
Ore., 168 Pac. 69. 


6. Carriers of Goods—Assignment of Ship- 
ment.—Assignment or transfer of invoice or 
bill of sale covering carload of lumber by lum- 
ber company to bank, together with delivery 
of bill of lading, vested in bank whatever title 
lumber company had to lumber.—Merchants’ & 
Manufacturers’ Bank of Ellisville v. Philip J. 
Toomer Lumber Co., Miss., 76 So. 565. 


7. Discrimination.—Under Const, art. 10, § 
2, prohibiting unjust discrimination, and Ver- 
non’s Sayles’ Ann. Civ. St. 1914, art. 6670, de- 
fining unjust discrimination, exemptions from 
the operation of the Anti-Pass Law (Acts 30th 
Leg. c. 42, as amended by Acts 32d Leg. c. 83), 
contained in section 2, are void except as to 
employes and their families, etc.; necessary 
caretakers; indigent poor; Confederate veter- 
ans; persons injured in wrecks, and physicians 
and nurses attending them; persons and prop- 
erty carried in general epidemic; articles sent 
to orphan homes, etc.; special rates authorized 
by the railroad commission; exchange privi- 
leges to bona fide officers and employes, and 
exchange of ' mileage for advertising space.— 
State v. St. Louis S, W. Ry. Co. of Texas, Tex., 
197 S. W. 1006. 





8. Commerce — Employes. — Station water 
tank, rope, or scaffold are not appliances within 
meaning of federal Employers’ Liability Act, 
eliminating defense of assumption of risk by 
employes using appliances used in interstate 
commerce.—McFarland v. Chesapeake & O. Ry. 
Co., Ky., 197 S. W. 944. 


9. Corperations—Co-partners.—That corpora- 
tion is 6ne de facto does not relieve stockhold- 
ers, in corporation which failed to report or- 
ganization to secretary of state, from liability 
under Code 1906, § 930, rendering stockholders 
liable as partners.—Hessig-Ellis Drug Co. v. 
Wilkerson, Miss., 76 So. 570. 


10. Misrepresentation.—That president, di- 
rector of corporation, in hiring agent misrepre- 
sented corporation by reference to literature, 
did not render other directors of corporation 
personally liable for deceit to such agent in 
absence-of evidence that they knew of literature 
or its issuance.—Alder v. Crosier, Utah, 168 Pac. 
83. 








11. Residence.—To determine place of resi- 
dence of corporation, under Code Civ. Proc. 
§ 984, providing action must be tried in county 
in which one party resided at its commence- 
ment, corporation may be deemed to have resi- 
dence where it owns property and actually 
transacts substantial part of business, though 
not county where certificate of incorporation 
is filed—General Baking Co. v. Daniell, N. Y., 
166 N. Y. S. 1070. 
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12,—-Specific Performance.—One suing for 
specific performance of a contract of a cor- 
poration to convey realty to him has the bur- 
den of showing by clear and satisfactory evi- 
dence, not only the contract, but that it was 
made on behalf of the corporation by someone 
having authority to represent it in making such 
a contract.—Black v. Hoopeston Gas & Elec- 
tric Co., Ill., 117 N. E. 411. 

13. Unlawful Dividend.—Though dividend 
declared by stockholders sharing with directors 
in corporation’s management exceeds actual net 
profit, stockholder cannot be denied his pro 
rata share of such dividend.—Thiry v. Banner 
Window Glass Co., W. Va., 93 S. E, 958. 

14. Damages—Breach of Contract.—In action 
for breach of contract to make construction 
loan, plaintiff could not recover for theft of 
materials from the site after work had stopped, 
as-loss was not proximate result of breach.— 
Spiese v. Mutual Trust Co., Pa., 102 Atl. 119. 

15.——Computation of.—Damages to parent 
for injury to child are not determined by de- 
ducting from value of his services during mi- 
nority expense of feeding and clothing, since 
“parent has to feed and clothe child anyway.— 
Houston & T,. C. Ry. Co. v. Lawrence, Tex., 197 
Ss. W. 1020. 


16. Remoteness.—For breach of contract to 
make construction loan, estimated difference be- 
tween value of land, and land with building 
thereon, was too remote to be a measure of 
damages, though defendant had burden of show- 
ing a ready purchaser therefor, or that ma- 
terials in place had a cash value.—Spiese v. 
Mutual Trust Co., Pa., 102 Atl, 119. 


17.—Value of Dog.—In suit against railroad 
for killing blooded pointer dog, evidence show- 
ing there was no market for such dogs in a 
particular town, court should have permitted 
jury to consider testimony as to value of dog 
in other places wherein owner might find pur- 
chaser.—Greenwald v. Yazoo & M. V. R. Co., 
Miss., 76 So. 557. 


18. Drains—District Plans.—Drainage dis- 
trict, whose plans for ditch enlargement al- 
lowed insufficient slope to prevent caving in 
of banks, held liable for material deposited on 
plaintiffs’ land by independent contractor while 
dredging caved-in material from ditch.—Nich- 
olson v. Inlet Swamp Drainage Dist., Ill., 117 
N. E. 445. 


19. Elections—Contest.—Where a notice of 
primary election contest is filed too late, though 
it does not show on its face the date of the 
canvass, jurisdiction can be raised by demurrer; 
it being presumed that the votes were can- 
vassed- on the day designated by statute—Lay 
v. Rose, Ky., 197 S. W. 921. 

20. Emi t D i Damages.—On petition 
to condemn right of way held court properly 
allowed defendant total amount, which it was 
stipulated defendant would have to expend as 
result of improvement, and not only damages 
for land taken.—East Side Levee & Sanitary 
Dist. v. St. Louis, I. M. & S, Ry. Co., Ill, 117 N. 
E. 386. 

21. Measure of Damages.—Code Civ. 
Proc. § 1249, declaring that for purpose of as- 

















have accrued at date of issuance of summons, 
and actual value of property at that date shall 
be the measure of compensation, is constitu- 
tional.—City of Oakland v. Wheeler, Cal. 168 
Pac, 23. 


22. Present Public Use.—A coal 
cannot condemn any portion of a 
way used for railroad purposes for a tipple 
site, either under the law generally, or under 
Coinp. Laws 1907, § 3590, subsec. 5, relating to 
crossings, intersections, and connections.— 
Ketchum Coal Co. v. Pleasant Valley Coal Co., 
Utah, 168 Pac. 86. 


23. Fraud—Damages.—Where plaintiffs were 
induced to accept a note and mortgage by 
false representations, they are entitled to dam- 
ages and to prove the amount therof, although 
the mortgagor is not in default.—Bridenstine v. 
Gerlinger Motorcar Co., Ore., 168 Pac. 73. 

24. Gifts—Evidence.—Evidence that  plain- 
tiff’s intestate was afflicted with cancer and 
paralysis when she executed instrument 18 days 
before her death, giving personalty to her 
brother’s children, and that she would have 
signed instrument not expressing her desires 
had not her husband intervened, held to sustain 
chancellor’s finding that her mental incapacity 
rendered instrument void.—Martin v. Coe, IIL, 
117 N. E. 409. 

25. Highways—Statute of Limitations.—Prop- 
erty owned by county and used as poor farm 
and insane asylum is subject to statute of limi- 
tations, and public can gain prescriptive right 
to use of highway across it.—Phillips v. Lein- 
inger, Ill., 117 N. E, 497. 


26. Homestead—Husband and Wife.—Under 
Gen. St. 1913, § 696, contract for sale of home- 
stead owned by husband and wife as joint ten- 
ants is not invalid for all purposes, because 
executed by wife without husband’s joinder, 
where husband thereafter confirmed it and both 
offered to perform contract.—Lennartz v. Mont- 
gomery, Minn., 164 N. W. 899. 


27. Insurance—Fidelity Bond.—Where insur- 
er issued fidelity bond, and from time to time 
gave written renewals thereof, there were no 
separate bonds, but effect of renewals was mere- 
ly to extend time covered by bond.—Pearson y. 
United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co., Minn., 
164 N. W. 919. 


28. Forfeiture—Where vendor, who deliv- 
ers deed in escrow, has policy on house on 
premises which is destroyed by fire before con- 
ditions of escrow are performed, hazard from 
fire not being increased, right to recover on 
policy is not forfeited under clause requiring 
unconditional and sole ownership.—Pennsyl- 
vania Fire Ins. Co. v. Stockstill, Tex., 197 S. W. 
1036, : 
29.—Indemnitor.—Automobile owner, insured 
against loss on account of accidents, policy im- 
posing no obligation to settle outside of court, 
held without cause of action against insurer to 
recover $750 contributed by insured to amount 
paid claimant by insurer in settlement of suit. 
--—Levin v. New England Casualty Co., N. Y., 166 
N. Y. S. 1055. 

30.——Limit of Indemnity.—Clauses in indem- 
nity policy for “damages on account of injury 





company 
right of 





sessing compensation right shall be deemed to - to one person is limited to $5,000,” and “on ac- 
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count of injuries to any number of persons is 
limited to $10,000," limits liability to $5,000 for 
injury to wife, although husband also sues.— 
Ravenswood Hospital v. Maryland Casualty Co., 
Ill., 117 N. EB. 485. 


31. Waiver.—Gen. St. 1913, § 3306, and in- 
surer’s by-laws forming part of policy to effect 
that failure to pay premium within prescribed 
time should without notice or other act avoid 
the policy, do not preclude waiver of such p&y- 
ment by insurer’s acts.—Lenning v. Retail Mer- 
chants’ Mut. Fire Ins. Co., Minn., 164 N. W. 908. 


32. Intexicating Liquors—Evidence.—To prove 
that carrier “knowingly” delivered liquor to 
person in dry territory or to minor, prohibited 
by Ky. St. § 2569b, proof of facts and circum- 
stances which would excite suspicion of ordi- 
narily prudent person, and reasonable effort 
would have developed facts, is  sufficient.— 
Adams Express Co. v. Commonwealth, Ky., 197 
S. W. 957. 


33. Landlord and Tenant—Notice.—Where a 
building lease included basement and sidewalk 
vault in one description, without mention that 
the vault was held under revocable city license, 
the lessee was not chargeable with knowledge 
of the nature of the landlord’s occupation.— 
Fifth Ave. Bldg. Co. v. Kernochan, N. Y., 117 
N. E. 579, 221 N. Y. 370. 


34. Termination of Lease.—Provision in 
lease that on lessee’s default for 60 days in pay- 
ment of rent lease shall terminate gives lessor 
option to terminate it, but does not give lessee 
right to terminate by his own default.—Lowen- 
thal v. Newlon, Minn., 164 N. W. 905. 


35. Master and Servant—<Accident.—The word 
“accident” in the Workmen’s Compensation Act 
is used in its popular sense, and means any un- 
looked for mishap or untoward event not ex- 
pected or designed.—Haskell & Barker Car Co. 
v. Brown, Ind., 117 N. E. 555. 


36. Accident.—Sunstroke, or heat stroke, 
which is prostration due to exposure to intense 
external heat, generally associated with marked 
humidity and physical exertion, is personal in- 
jury caused by accident within, Gen. St. 1913, 
§ 8230, defining accident.—State v. District 
Court, Ramsey County, Minn., 164 N. W. 916. 


37. Assumption of Risk.—Under the fed- 
eral Employers’ Liability Act, where appliances 
used by employes are not embraced by the terms 
of the act, the common-law rule as to assump- 
tion of risk governs.—McFarland v. Chesa- 
peake & O. Ry. Co., Ky., 197 S. W. 944. 


38.——Conflict of Laws.—The law that a sea- 
man employed in New York is entitled to a 
seaworthy ship governs in a contract by a Ger- 
man ship company providing no liability for 
negligence, unless intentional or willful, and 
then only under the German Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act, and a common-law action will 


. lie—Marra v. Hamburg-Amerikanische Packet- 


fahrt Actien Gesellschaft, N. Y., 167 N. Y. S. 74. 


39.———Contributory Negligence.—A_ railroad 
employe, who boarded a moving train in viola- 
tion of warnings, is guilty of only contributory 
negligence, and unless warnings amounted to 
a prohibition, company’s negligence in equipping 





an engine which contributed to injury furnishes 
basis for recovery.—Heskett v. Pennsylvania 
Co., U. S. C. C. A., 245 Fed. 326. 

40.——Course of Employment.—If what plain- 
tiff did, leading to her injury, was not done in 
course of her employment, it is immaterial that 
what she did was customary, and that she was 
influenced by seeing other employes do the 
same thing.—Haller v. Quaker Oats Co., Ia., 164 
N. W. 863. 


41.——Course of Employment.—Evidence held 
to sustain finding that freezing of janitor’s 
great toe in severely cold wather while shovel- 
ing snow from sidewalk, necessitating amputa- 
tion of his leg, was accident arising out of and 
in course of his employment, within Gen. St. 
1913, § 8195—State v. District Court, Ramsey 
County, Minn., 164 N. W. 917. 


42. Fellow-Servant.—Coal mine hostler, en- 
gaged in conducting empty coal cars from top 
of incline to mouth of mine, was not fellow- 
servant of employe engaged at foot of incline 
in conducting loaded cars across trestle, .with 
his back to hostler.—Harris v. Rex Coal Co., 
Ky., 197 S. W. 1075. 


43. Hazardous Occupation.—A retail furni- 
ture dealer maintaining a warehouse for stor- 
ing its furniture held operating a warehouse 
within Workmen's Compensation Act, § 3, par. 
(b), subd. 4, as to extra-hazardous occupations, 
persons in which must elect not to be bound by 
the act.—Friebel v. Chicago City Ry. Co., IIL, 
117 N. E. 467. 


44. Hours of Employment.—Injury' to 
warehouse employe held in course of employ- 
ment, within Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
where, while he was returning with his truck 
from last trip of day, though after hours of 
employment.—Friebel v. Chicago City Ry. Co., 
Il, 117 N. E. 467. 


45. Hours of Service Act.—Where freight 
train crews made round trips of between 17 and 
18 hours, their absolute release from duty for 
a period of not exceeding 2% hours during that 
time did not break the continuity of the service, 
and avoid the penalty of Hours of Service Act, 
§ 2.—Minneapolis & St. L. R. Co. v. United 
States, U. S. C. C. A., 245 Fed. 60. 


46.—Latent Disease.—If disease with which 
employe was afflicted was latent, and accident 
accelerated it to stage of disability, existence 
of disease would not prevent recovery.—In- 
—— Abattoir Co. v. Coleman, Ind., 117 


47. Relation of.—Where coal-mining com- 
pany transported its men from their working 
places to the surface in cars, held, that the re- 
lation of master and servant continued until 
they left the cars and were no longer under the 
companys’ control.—Whalen v. Union Pac. Coal 
Co., Utah, 168 Pac. 99. 


48. Res Ipsa Loquitur.—In ffreman’s action 
for injury when his locomotive was derailed at 
a highway crossing by striking a pile of sand 
upon the crossing which was not in employers’ 
exclusive control, the rule of res ipsa loquitur 
did not apply.—McGillivray v. Great Northern 
Ry. Co., Minn., 164 N. W. 922. 


49. Rules and Regulations.—That a rail- 
road has promulgated a rule that no employes 
shall go under or betwen cars without display- 
ing a blue flag does not relieve it of duty to 
keep a lookout, especially where it was a cus- 
tom of the employes to disregard the’ rule.— 
Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Payne’s Adm’r, Ky., 
197 S. W. 928. 


50.——Safe Place Doctrine.—Where it was the 
duty of a servant to prop or take down loose 
slate where he was working, the safe-place doc- 
trine has no application.—Lyttle v. Rex Coal 
Co., Ky., 197 S. W. 1070. 

51——Safe Place Doctrine-—Where, due to 
negligence in inspection and permitting a ring 
to become’ defective and break, a derrick boom 
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attached to the mast fell, the ship is “unsea- 
worthy” as to a seaman injured thereby, under 
the law entitling seamen to seaworthy ships.— 
Marra v. Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt 
Actien Gesellschaft, N. Y., 167 N. Y. S. 74. 

§2. Total Disability.—If two employes had 
suffered no injuries other than fractured sacrum 
and femur, resulting, in each case, in temporary 
total disability, each would have been entitled 
to compensation under sections of Workmen’s 
Compensation Act other than 31.—In re Denton, 
Ind., 117 N. E. 520. 

53. Vice-Principal—Bottom boss in mine, 
injured in cross-passage by motor over which 
he had no control, except as to where empties 
should be placed, held not a vice-principal, but 
fellow-servant, of the motor driver.—Daly v. 
New Staunton Coal Co., Ill, 117 N. E. 413. 

54. Workmen’s Compensation Law.—Where 
wife was living with husband at time of his 
death, and had no other means of support than 
the money he gave her, she was, as matter of 
law, under Workmen’s Compensation Act, § 38, 
“totally dependent’ on him for support.—Mun- 
cie Foundry & Machine Co. v. Coffee, Ind., 117 
N. E. 524. 

55. Workmen’s Compensation Act.—Under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, § 20, employe’s 
right to compensation, being contractual, ac- 
companies him wherever he goes, and he is en- 
titled to compensation if injured in employ- 
ment in another state.—Hagenback v. Leppert, 
Ind., 117 N. E. 531. ° 

56.—Workmen’s Compensation Act.—Under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, § 31, giving 
compensation for specific injuries and for “other 
permanent partial disabilities” as determined by 
the board not to exceed 55 per cent, the board 
cannot in its discretion allow for a less injury 
under the general clause more than is provided 
for a greater’ injury—In re Maranovitch, Ind., 
117 N. E. 630. 

57. Workmen’s Compensation Act.—A sepa- 
rator man on a threshing outfit, owned and op- 
erated as a business, is not a farm or agricul- 
tural laborer within Workmen’s Compensation 


Act.—In re Boyer, Ind., 117 N. E. 507. 


58. Mechanie’s Liens—Evidence.—A notice of 
intention to hold a mechanic’s lien, in substan- 


tial conformity with the statute, is sufficient, 
and errors in respect to matters not required 
to be included in the notice will not invalidate 
it or defeat the lien.—Cline v. Indianapolis 
Mortar & Fuel Co., Ind., 117 N. E. 509. 


59. Interest in Shipment.—Plaintiff, who 
paid draft of shipper of lumber, and who, while 
holding bill, delivered it for use in building at 
request of defendants, a city and its contractor, 
had an ownership in the lumber to an amount 
sufficient to protect his payment.—Lindsey v. 
Mitchell & McCauley, N. C., 93 S. E. 955. 

60. Monopolies—Sale to Competitor—A _ con- 
cern which is going out of business as a losing 
one may, without violating the Sherman Anti- 
Trust Law, sell its plant to its only competitor, 
instead of scrapping it; the buyer being required 
to continue fair dealing with the public.— 
American Press Ass'n v. United States, U. S. C. 
C, A., 245 Fed. 91. 


61. Municipal Corporations—Evidence.—In an 
action for compensatory and punitive damages 
for flooding land, it was erroneous to permit in 
evidence that plaintiffs had sued the defendants 
the year before for flooding the same land and 
had recovered.—City of Covington v. Faulhaber, 
Ky., 197 S. W. 1065. 

62.——Ordinances.—Ordinance making it un- 
lawful, “except when otherwise ordered by the 
board of commissioners,” to erect wooden build- 
ings within certain limits, is valid, and confers 
power upon commissioners, by issuing building 
permit, to authorize building of wooden struc- 
ture within limits specified—Focke, Wilkens & 
Lange v. Heffron, Tex., 197 S. W. 1027. 


63. Negligence—Implied Duty.—From a con- 
tract of sale by which defendant sold to plain- 
tiff a liquid for drinking charged with carbonic 
acid gas, the duty was implied that defendant 
would use care to see that plaintiff was not 
unduly exposed to the danger of the bottles 
bursting.—Cashwell v. Fayetteville Pepsi-Cola 
Bottling Co., N. C., 93 S. EB. 901. 





64. Newspapers — Literary Property. — The 
property right of a press association in news 
gathered by it for distribution to its members 
throughout the United States neid not lost by 
its publication by one or more of its members, 
but to remain until all have had the benefit. of 
the service.—Associated -Press v. International 
News Service, U. S. C. C. A., 245 Fed. 244. 


65. Nuisanee—Abatement.—A nuisance, a 
breeding place for mosquitoes created by a dam, 
whereby malaria is spread, may be abated in 
action by individuals who suffer from malaria 
caused thereby; especially in view of Revisal 
1905, § 825.—Pruitt v. Bethell, N. C., 93 S. E. 945. 


66. Principal and Agent—Evidence.—tTesti- 
mony that H said “he would have to go (to de- 
fendant) and get his commission” was incom- 
petent as a declaration of agency, being intro- 
duced to show agency of H to defendant.— 
Bridenstine v. Gerlinger Motorcar Co., Ore., 168 
Pac. 73 


67. Scope of Agency.—One employed by 
mortgagor to obtain a loan to pay a mortgage 
was the agent of the mortgagor in making 
representations to plaintiffs, who loaned the 
money, agent of plaintiff in taking his check to 
a bank to see that the prior mortgage was paid, 
and agent of the mortgagor again in directing 
that such mortgage be released.—Kent v. Bai- 
ley, Ia., 164 N. W. 852. 


68. Principal and Surety—Discharge of Sur- 
ety.— Where building contract required payment 
of three-fourths of actual value of work to be 
made monthly, fact that plaintiff had paid more 
than three-fourths of contract price before com- 
pletion of work did not discharge contractor's 
susetion~—-Snarete v. Oberg, Minn., 164 N. W. 

69. Railroads—Approaches to Crossing.—A 
railroad is liable only for the crossing on the 
roadbed, and is not liable for the approaches, 
where the highway is constructed across an 
established railroad; and likewise, where a rail- 
road is constructed across an established high- 
way, it is responsible for the safety of the ap- 
proaches.—Dobbins v. Seaboard Air Line R. Co., 
Ss. C., 93 8S. EB. 932, 


70.—Contributory Negligence.—In an action 
for personal injury by falling upon ice accumu- 
lating on sidewslk at grade crossing, where 
such ice could be seen for over six feet, nonsuit 
was properly entered for contributory negli- 
gence.—Kleckner v. Central R. Co. of New Jer- 
sey, Pa., 102 Atl. 141. 


71. Crossing Accident.—Fact of failure of 
conductor and brakeman to see decedent, killed 
on railroad track at point where public was ac- 
customed to use track as path, did not lessen 
their duty to use every reasonable precaution 
to prevent injury to anyone who might be upon 
such frequently used portion of the track.— 
a v. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., Mo., 197 S. W. 

‘. 


72. Inference.—That there was no fire be- 
fore engine passed, that fire was burning before 
train had passed, and that it could not be rea- 
sonably accounted for except as having origi- 
nated from engine, supported inference that it 
was caused by sparks of fire from engine.— 
oe v. Mount Hood R. Co., Ore., 168 Pac. 

73.——Joint Tortfeasors.—Where plaintiff's 
husband, a lineman, in the employ of a tele- 
phone company, was killed under circumstances 
which might have made that company and de- 
fendant company joint tortfeasors, release to 
telephone company, on receipt of amount pay- 
able from its insurance fund, independently of 
negligence, did not operate to release the de- 
fendant company.—Ridegway v. Sayre Electric 
Co., Pa., 102 Atl. 123. 


74. Proximate Cause.—Sudden and extraor- 
dinary escape of steam from standing engine 
held proximate cause of accident from mules 
running away, and not their being left unat- 
tended for their supposed disposition.—Patton v. 
Frost-Johnson Lumber Co., La., 76 So. 580. 


75.- ‘Trespassers.—Person who went to sta- 
tion to ship case of eggs, and remained for 
train to receive milk can, was not trespasser, 
but bound only to exercise reasonable care for 
his own safety commensurate with dangers of 
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which he had knowledge.—Smith v. Cleveland, 
Cc. Cc. & St. L. Ry. Co., Ind., 117 N. E. 534. 


76. Sales—Contract.—That defendant, who 


had contracted to sell uncompressed cotton, did 
not know when he contracted that his cotton 
had been compressed and sold by one holding it 
under storage contract, does not excuse de- 
fendant for his failure to deliver uncompressed 
ga to buyer.—Cooper v. Clute, N. C., 93 S. E. 
15. 


77.——Contract Price——Where defendant oral- 
ly ordered goods from plaintiff, but later notified 
plaintiff that he would not accept or pay for 
them, plaintiff could ship goods according to 
contract and sue for contract price, and was not 
bound to sell goods elsewhere and seek as dam- 
ages difference between contract price and that 
secured.—Walker Bros. & Co. v. Daggett, Miss., 
76 So. 569 

78. Delivery.—Where buyer of monument 
ordered if from dealer, who procured it from 
manufacturing company, fact that box inclosing 

anite die was marked with initials of dealer 

id not show that delivery by manufacturing 
company to railroad for transportation was to 
dealer and not to buyer.—Murray v. Morris, Vt., 
102 Atl. 99. 

79. Minimizing Damages.—Purchaser of 
apparatus guaranteed by seller against imper- 
fecfions, under its duty to minimize damages, 
should repair, or notify seller to repair, danger- 
ous defect, and, not doing so, though knowing 
seHer relied on it, it could not hold seller liable 
for consequences of death of operator there- 
from.—Cedar Rapids & I. C. Ry. & Light Co, v. 
Sprague Electric Co., Ill, 117 N. E. 461. 

80.——Unconditional Sale——If there was un- 
conditional sale of lumber, title passed on de- 
livery of car at place of business of agent of 
seller for transportation to consignee buyer.— 
Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Bank v. Philip J. 
Toomer Lumber Co., Miss., 76 So, 565. 


81. Waiver.—Where a seller of a horse re- 
fused to take back and exchange as agreed if 
the horse was unsound, an exchange of such 
horse by the buyer to a third party was not a 
par ge oc ay warranty.—Kime v. Riddle, N. C., 

. E. 946. 


82. Waiver.—Seller of machines did not 
waive its contractual right to a return, etc., by 
rendering services to the buyers gratuitously 
in the effort to give them satisfaction—A. B. 
Farquhar Co. v. Hardy Hardware Co., N. C., 93 
8. Ev 922. 

83. Specifie Performance—Statute of Frauds. 
—It is enough to take out of statute of frauds, 
agreement that complainant have a building 
rent free for life, in consideration of an as- 
signment, that she made assignment, occupied 
under agreement, and made permanent and 
valuable improvements.—Corbly v. Corbly, IIL, 
117 N. E, 393. 

84. Subrogation — Mortgagee—A mortgagee 
seeking subrogation to the rights of a mortgage, 
which he has paid, believing there were no 
other liens, will not be held negligent, on the 
sole ground that instead of searching the rec- 
ords, he relied on the solemn assurance of his 
ee agent.—Kent v. Bailey, Ia., 164 N. 


85. Tenancy in Common—Adverse Possession. 
—A tenant in common claiming title to land by 
adverse possession must show exclusive posses- 
sion, not merely possession with other members 
of family against whom he claims title, though 
exercising exclusive control and claiming title. 
—Hardin v. Wanslee, Tex., 197 S. W. 1031 

86. Trusts—Declaration of—Guardian’s re- 
port, stating that ward’s money had been in- 
vested in land, but not describing or identifying 
any land, held not a sufficient declaration of 
trust respecting land purchased in her own 
name.—Snyder v. Snyder, Ill, 117 N. E. 465. 


87. Fiduciary Relation.—One who, while 
acting in fiduciary capacity,*mixes with his own 
money funds under his control is liable either 
for interest thereon or share of profits in lieu 
of interest at option of cestui que trust.—In re 
Eisenlohr’s Estate, Pa., 102 Atl, 115. 


88. Resulting Trust.—The -mere fact that a 
wife receipted for her interest in an estate, and 





did not draw the money before applying it in 
payment on land purchased from the estate in 
her husband’s name, was merely a matter of 
form, not affecting the question-of a resulting 
trust.—Hinshaw v. Russell, Ill., 117 N. E. 406. 
89.——-Spendthrift Trust.—Settlement between 
all parties concerned in estate, abandonment of 
contest of will by heir, and surrender by an- 
other heir of lots devised to him, constituted 
consideration for spendthrift trust for his bene- 
fit—De Rouse vy. Williams, Ia., 164 N. W. 896, 


90. Vendor and Purchaser—Constructive No- 
tice.—Purchaser of land from one commonly 
known aS Herman Bergold, who signed his 
name without a middle initial, was bound to 
take notice of a prior recorded and indexed 
mortgage covering same land, executed by same 
person, signing as Herman A. Bergold.—Crip- 
pen v. Bergold, Pa., 102 Atl. 139. 

91. Ratification.— Where purchasers’ of 
land, after being aware of facts on which they 
based their claim of fraud against seller, made 
three payments on land, one in substantial sum 
more than two years after they took posses- 
sion, they affirmed contract of purchase.—Halm 
v. Wright, Colo., 168 Pac. 36. 


92._——Reservation.—Where the vendor in- 
structed his agents to sell, but said nothing of 
reserving the crops, and the agents sold, tell- 
ing the purchasers that nothing had been said, 
and the crops would +4 to them, the crops, un- 
severed at the time the sale was consummated, 
passed to the purchasers.—-Holloman vy. Bishop, 
Tex., 197 S. W. 1000. 


93. Wills —Construction.— Devise of land 
jointly to husband and wife for life, and upon 
death of survivor to someone else, does not give 
second wife any estate as survivor, where tes- 
tator died while first wife was alive.—In re 
Mook’s Estate, N. Y., 167 N. Y. S. 170. 


94.——Contract.—Contract agreement under 
which daughter and son-in-law of widow moved 
from Missouri to Maine on widow's offer to 
give them use of home place and leave it to 
them on her death, if they would come to Maine 
to live and take care of her, constituted a 
valid contract.—Brackenbury v. Hodgkin, Me., 
102 Atl. 106. 


95.——Curtesy.—It not appearing that devise 
was in lieu of curtesy, husband held not re- 
quired to elect between devise in his favor and 
curtesy in undevised estate, but was entitled to 
both; common-law rule still prevailing as to 
husband.—Voss v, Stortz, Ky., 197 S. W. 964. 


96. Designation of Beneficiary.—A bequest 
to fire department fund of the city of New York 
sufficiently identifies the object of bounty, 
though under Greater New York Charter, §§ 789- 
791, the technical name of fund is “relief fund.” 
Pe as re Neustadter’s Estate, N. Y¥., 167 N. Y. S. 


97. Forfeiture Clause.—Forfeiture clause in 
will, providing that if any heir or legatee should 
attempt to break it, his bequest should be can- 
celed, held not self-executing, and to give to 
heir who did not take part in contest no more 
than right, to land devised heir who did con- 
test, which right first heir was not obliged to 
assert for benefit of creditors——De Rouse v. 
Williams, Ia., 164 N. W. 896. 

98. ‘Testamentary Instrument. — Contract 
between partners that in the event of death of 
one other should have business and should pay 
heirs of deceased stipulated sum was testa- 
mentary in character.—Ferrara v. Russo, R. L., 
102 Atl. 86. 

99. Testamentary Instrument.—That bond 
or agreement provided for renewal of notes from 
year to year, to be payable after maker’s death, 
did not necessarily make instrument testamen- 
tary in character.—In re Eisenlohr’s Estate, Pa., 
102 Atl. 117. 

100. Vested Remainder.—Under will devis- 
ing land to wife for life, with remainder in fee 
simple to two sons, but in case of death of a 
son before death of life tenant his share to go 
to his children, held, sons took vested remainder, 
subject to executory devise over to children of 
each, and one could not, during life of testa- 
tor’s widow, he having children, convey a fee- 
Ti, 117 


simple title.—Remmers v. Remmers, 
N. E. 474, 
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200; Evidence, 17; Franchise, 34; Laws of 
Road, 108; Motor Vehicle, 400; Negligence, 
108; Obstruction, 329; Practical Interpreta- 
tion, 364; Regulation of Travel, 126; Safety 
of Premises, 34; Statute of Limitations, 453; 
Statutory Power, 17. P 


Homestead—Husband and Wife, 91, 453; Negli- 
gence, 72; Statutory Construction, 182; Sur- 
viving Spouse, 364. 


Homicide—Evidence of Intoxication, 418; Jus- 
tification, 365; Mistake of Judgment, 72. 


engdepre--Stenaes,. 91; Respondeat Superior, 
436. 


Husband and Wife—Accommodation Indorser, 
34; Agency, 126, 293, 329, 383; Alienation of 
Affiections, 200, 329, 346; Betrothal, 162; 
Community Property, 17; Consideration, 34; 
Constitutional Law, 17; Contract, 34; Cov- 
enant, 91; Estoppel, 108, 329; Evidence, 329; 
Failure to Support, 329; Gift, 72, 220; In- 
demnity Policy, 418; Indignities, 91; Ming- 
ling Funds, 17; Necessaries, 34, 109; Non- 
Residents, 54; Quitclaim, 200; Ratification, 
17; Rebuttable Presumption, 144; Sale of 
Realty, 109; Sealed Instrument, 162; Separate 
Estate, 17, 347; Separate Maintenance, 126; 
Separation Agreement, 365, 418; Waiver, 220; 
Wrong by Husband, 436. 


Indemnity—Indemnity Company, 436; Notice, 72; 
Record Evidence, 365. 


Indictment and Information — Constitutional 
Law, 383; Demurrer, 436; Misnomer, 310; 
Quashing, 220; Sufficiency, 383, 436. 

Injunction—Adequate Remedy, 162; Building 


Restrictions, 54; City Ordinance, 220; Confi- 
dential Information, 200; Covenant, 109; Dis- 
cretion, 238; Dissolution of Corporation, 54; 
Erection of Building, 293; Evidence, 72; 
Fish, 274; Irreparable Injury, 256; Labor 
Union, 220, 293, 310; License, 274; Notice, 
144, Nuisance, 238; Preliminary Injunction, 
182; Presumption, 144; Public Lands, 256; 
Restrictions of Property, 347; Trade Se- 
crets, 274; Violation of, 126, 347; Waste, 72. 


, Innkeepers—Bailee, 418; Negligence, 109; Insur- 


ers, 436. 


Insane Persons—Curator, 400; Guardian, 274; 
Notice of Incapacity, 162; Presumption, 182. 


Insolvency—Evidence, 220. 


Insurance—Acceptance, 54; Accident, 144, 256, 
274, 293, 347; Action, 127; Additional Insur- 
ance, 72; Adjustment of Loss, 257; Agent, 
347; Assessments, 91; Assignment, 418; Bad 
Faith, 127; Beneficiary, 329; Benefit Certifi- 
cate, 72; Breach of Warranty, 72; Burglar 
Policy, 127; By-Laws, 72; Cancellation, 200, 
221, 293, 383, 418; Change of Beneficiary, 34, 
162, 200; Conditional Delivery, 127; Con- 
dition Precedent, 34, 257; Construction of 
Policy, 400; Contract, 365, 383; Custom, 72; 


Death by Intentional Means, 436; Description of 
Property, 418; Designation of Beneficiary, 
436; Double Indemnity, 310; Election of Offi- 
cers, 54; Employers’ Liability, 109; Endow- 
ment Policy, 257; Estoppel, 144, 200, 400; 


Evidence, 34, 72, 127, 144, 221, 257, 436; Ex- 
plosion, 72; Fidelity Bond, 453; Foreclosure, 
221; Foreign Corporation in State, 418; For- 
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feiture, 72, 144, 454; Fraternal Society, 200, 
274; Fraud, 274; Homicide, 109; Incum- 
brance, 17; Indemnitor, 454; Indemnity, 144, 
162, 238, 257, 383; Injunction, 329; Instruc- 
tions, 257; Insurable Interest, 35, 257, 274, 
275, 419: Knowledge of Agent, 257; Lia- 
bility, 275; Limit of Indemnity, 454; Mis- 
representation, 35, 72, 91, 127, 293, 329: Mis- 
take, 17; Mortgagee Clause, 72; Notice of 
Accident, 35; Notice of Loss, 35; Option 
Contract, 419; Ordinance, 54; Payment of 
Premium, 329; Place of Contract, 127; Plead- 
ing and Practice, 54, 238: Policy, 239; Pre- 
mium Note, 144; Presumption. 109; Pre- 
sumption of Death, 17; Principal and Agent, 
35: Promoters, 257; Public Interest, 400; Re- 
buttable Inference, 182; Recovery, 400; 
Reformation, 200: Reinstatement, 144: Re- 
newal, 293; 383, 419; Recission, 347; Settle- 
ment, 200; Standard Policy, 162, 383; Stipu- 
lation, 35, 73, 436; Substantial Compliance, 
91; Supplemental Contract, ‘347: Surety Com- 
pany, 329: Suretyship, 275: Surplus Over 
Debt, 35: Tontine Policy, 109; Total Loss, 
310; Unconditional Title, 329; Unincorpo- 
rated Association, 310; Valid Condition, 347; 
Valuation, 400: Vested Interest, 310: Void- 
ability, 419; Waiver, 17, 144, .163, 182, 221, 
57, 310, 454. 


Interest—Maturity, 383. 


Intoxicating Liquors—<Action on Bond. 35; Al- 
ternative Averments, 183; Blind Tiger, 91; 
Collateral Attack, 35; Criminal Law, 347; 
Duress. 293: Evidence, 17, 183, 275. 293, 329. 
437, 454:-Husband and Wife, 275; Illegal 
Consideration, 163: Tllezgal Employment, 401; 
Illegal Sale, 145, 239, 401, 437: Tlleeal Stor- 
ing, 239: Indictment and Information, 239, 
437: License, 73, 145, 419; Local Option, 257; 
Manufacture, 221: Nuisance. 293, 437; Per- 
mit, 91: Police Power, 163: Prohibition, 127; 
Sale, 127; Single Sale, 239: Statutory Con- 
struction, 239. 275. 383; Taxpayer, 365; Time 
of Essence. 35: Unlawful Possession, 419; 
Unlawful Shipment, 347; Variance, 73. 


Judicial Sales—Restrictions, 145. 
Jury—Challenge, 365. 


Landlord and Tenant—Agreement to Repair. 35; 
Common Stairway, 200; Conditional Sale, 
221: Contract, 183: Crops, 54, 310; Damages, 
91, 293: Equity, 311; Estoppel, 73, 311: Evic- 
tion, 239: Forfeiture, 145; General Control, 
329: Implied Agreement, 183; Implied Cov- 
enant, 55: Implied Warranty, 221; Instruc- 
tions, 329; Lease, 73, 239; Life Expectancy, 
419; Minimizing Damages. 35; Misstatement, 
145; Negligence, 419: Notice, 454; Repairs, 
200, 221: Renewal of Lease, 383; Restora- 
tion of Premises. 239: Subletting, 437: Sup- 
plies for Crop, 163: Tenancy .at Will, 199, 
437: Termination of Lease, 401, 454; Title. 
109: Vacation of Premises, 127; Wear and 
Tear, 163; Waiver, 55. 


Larceny—Intent, 437; Special Damages, 329. 


Libel and Slander—<Actionability, 163; Action- 
able per se, 109: Book or Picture, 127; Bill 
of Particulars, 365; Business or Profession, 
239; Candidate for Office, 401: Evidence, 239; 
Foreign Languages, 145; Grand Jury Report, 
127; Imputation of Crime, 365; Individuals 

as a Class, 311; Libel per se, 127, 145, 239, 
347; Libelous Publication, 293; Married Wo- 
man, 419; Pleading and Practice, 145, 221; 
Privilege, 25, 109; Privileged Communica- 
tion, 17, 437. 


License—Business Subject to, 73; Chauffeurs, 
257: Confiscation, 311: Discrimination, 17: 
Motor Vehicles, 401; Statutory Power, 17; 
Tax, 55: Unregistered Automobile, 257. 


Liens—Priority, 183. 

Limitation of Actions—Acknowledgment, 365: 
Municipal Corporations, 491; New Cause of 
Action, 401; Tolling Statute, 365. 


Literary Property—lInjunction, 55. 











alk and Logging—Sale of Timber, 311. 


Malicious Prosecution—Compromise, 275; Puni- 
tive Damages, 347. 


Mandamus—Abuse of Discretion, 293; Adequate 
Remedy, 163; Admission to Office, 183; Ad- 
missions in ‘Pleading, 257; Benefit Society, 
365; Corporation, 91; Discretion, 73, 401; 
Elections, 329; Exclusion from Office, 163: 
Idem Sonans, 91; Illegal Fees, 109; Judicial 
Discretion, 275; Jurisdiction, 183; Mandatory 
Injunction, 437; Ministerial Acts, 311; Min- 
isterial Duty, 73, 127, 200; Municipal Cor- 
porations, 200; Pleading and Practice, 91, 
163: Pendency of Action, 109; Prior Demand, 
239: Public Service Company, 347; Public 
Utilities Commission, 239; Reasonable Time. 
17: Regulation of Utilities, 419; Remedy at 
Law, 35, 239, 311, 329, 419: Special Election, 
275; Wrongful Delivery by Officer, 347. 


ee Relation, 239; Presumptien, 


Master and Servant—Accident, 91, 109, 200, 401, 
419, 487, 454; Administrative Tribunal, 365; 
Assumpiion of Risk, 55, 109, 163, 311, 365, 
401, 437, 454; Assurance of Safety, 401; 
Breach of Duty, 437: Burden of Proof, 365; 
Compensation, 55, 109; Common Carrier, 384; 
Conflict of Laws, 454; Continuance of Rela- 
tion, 17; Contributory Negligence, 17, 35, 
145, 201, 329, 365, 454: Course of Employ- 
“ment, 35, 73, 109, 221, 257, 275, 347, 454; De- 
fective Tools, 419: Dependent, 17, 145; Dis- 
continuance of Employment, 437; Employ- 
ment of Minor, 437; Employers’ Liability 
Act, 73, 487: Evidence, 91. 401, 419, 437; Fac- 
tory, , 91: Farm Laborer, 55; Fellow- Servant, 
163. ” 329, 454: Hazardous Employment, 55, 
109. 347, 454: Hours of Service Act, 127. 138; 
311, 437, 455: Husband and Wife, 109: Tl- 
legal Employment, 201, 347: Imputability. 
91; Incapacity to Work, 127: Independent 
Contractor, 35. 145, 183, 347; Industrial Com- 
mission, 163; Inexperienced Servant, 35: In- 
struction by Master, 239; Interstate Com- 
merce, 275, 401: Joint Tortfeasors, 437; La- 
tent Disease, 455: Liability, 55; Minimizing 
Damages, 91; Minors, 73; Negligence. 127, 
183, 201, 275. 293, 365: Non-Suit, 384; Notice 
of Iniury, 239: Ordinary Care, 35: Partial 
Disability, 55; Partial Dependency, 145; Pre- 
sumption, 55; Proximate Cause, 183, 311; 
Question of Fact. 163; Reasonable Care. 
163: Reasonable Needs, 145: Recovery of 
Wages, 438; Relation of, 454; Res Ipsa 
Loauitur, 17. 55, 275, 455; Respondeat Su- 
perior, 35. 55. 73, 183, 347; Rules and Reeu- 
lations, 454: Safe Place Doctrine, 454; Safety 
Appliance Act, 183: Sale Under Foreclosure, 
183; Special Verdict, 55: Statutory Construc- 
tion. 401: Total Denendeney, 145: Total Dis- 
abilitv, 455: Unsafe Appliances, 221: Vice- 
Princival, 183. 221. 455: Wages. 239: Warn- 
ing, 73, 127, 145: Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 17. 18. 55. 73, 91, 92, 109, 128. 145, 163, 
201, 221, 229, 275, 293, 311, 329, 347, 401, 419, 
437, 438, 455. 


Mechanics’ Liens—Apportionment, 221: Concrete 
Work, 201; Evidence, 455; Extra Compensa- 
tion, 221: Insurance, 221; Interest in Ship- 
ment, 455: Laborer. 55: Materialman, 201, 
257, 438; Separate Buildings, 163; Sub-Con- 
tractor, 221. 


Mines and Minerals—Burden of Proof, 73: Dam- 
ages, 275: Dower, 329: Evidence, 293, 401: 
Joint Ownership. 73; Lease, 18: Mechanics’ 
Liens, 18; Oral Contract, 55: Trespass, 311; 
Royalties, 35. : 

Mononolies—Anti-Trust Act, 428: Injunction, 
201; Public Gin, 330; Sale to Competitor, 455. 


Mortgages—Assumption of Debt, 183. 330: Bank-- 


ruptey, 347; Burden of Proof, 18: Doctrine 


of Two Funds, 311; Estoppel. 311: Fore- 
closure, 73, 257: Good Faith. 330: Interest. 
92; Joint and Several Debt, 201: Mechanics’ 
Liens, 221; Pleading and Practice. 163: Prior 
Lien, 128: Priority, 183, 384; Redemption, 
201; Tender, 365. 
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Municipal Corporations—Acceptance of Resigna- 
tion, 163; Additional Servitude, 35; Addition 
to City, 293; Annexation, 365; Anticipating 
Injury, 73; Assessing Benefits, 145; Assess- 
ment, 92, 145, 257, 438; Automobiles, 109; 
Bad Faith, 92; Building Permit, 311; Build- 
ing Restrictions, 221; Cause of Action, 109; 
Collision, 275; Competitive Bids, 275; Con- 
tractor’s Bonds, 201; Contributory Negli- 
gence, 18, 55, 365; Criminal Law, 163; De- 
fective Street, 18, 55, 438; Delegation of 
Power, 384; Discretion, 438; Due Care, 330; 
Evidence, 35, 275; Estoppel, 240, 311; Ex- 
emptions, 221; Fee in Street, 145; Govern- 
mental Power, 73; Highway, 438; Humani- 
tarian Doctrine, 275; Initiative and Refer- 
endum, 365; Injunction, 56; Interest, 419; 
Laches, 18; Last Clear Chance, 420; Law of 
Road, 36, 163; Lease, 110; Licensee, 110; 
Mandamus, 73; Motor Vehicles, 401; Negli- 
gence, 73, 1, 275, 401; Nuisance, 56, 128; 
Occupation of Streets, 221; Ordinances, 18, 
36, 146, 455: Paving Assessment, 201; Pedes- 
trian, 401; Proximate Cause, 146, 221; Public 
Office, 201; Purpresture, 18; Reckless Con- 
duct, 201; Registration of Automobile, 438; 
Relief Association, 222; Respondeat Su- 
perior, 201; Special Assessment, 128, 384; 
Speed Ordinance, 56; Statement of Injury, 
168; Statute of Limitations, 222: Statutory 
Power, 18; Street Assessment, 201; Street 
Improvement, 222; Streets and Sidewalks, 
146; Street Obstruction, 311; Street Travel, 
311; Supervision of Streets, 420; Surface 
Water, 163: Taxation, 330; Torts, 222; Tres- 
pass, 257; Use and Occupation, 348; Vacating 
Streets, 110; Vigilant Watch, 275; Violation 
of Ordinance, 201. 


Names—ldem Sonans, 311; Identity, 146; Penal 
Statute, 56. 


Navigable Waters—Erosion and Accretion, 311; 
sala 275; Riparian Rights, 110, 275; 
est, ° 


Negligence—Accident, 222; Architect, 275; As- 
sumption of Risk, 36; Attraction to Chil- 
dren, 73; Attractive Lures, 257; Contributory 
Negligence, 257; Defective Appliances, 257; 
Employers’ Liability Act, 294; Evidence, 311, 
312; Gratuitous Service, 74; Implied Duty, 
455; Imputability, 18, 36, 201, 276; Invitee, 
92; Licensee, 74, 92; Respondeat Superior, 
347; Trespasser, 384; Unsafe Appliances, 18. 


Newspapers—Literary Property, 455. 


Notice—Recording Instrument, 420; Weather 
Predictions, 420. 

Nuisance—Abatement, 164, 312, 455: Building 
Restrictions, 56; Injunction, 330; Noisome 


Odors, 56. 
Officers—Official Bond, 347. 


Parent and Child—Expense of Burial, 56; Hu- 
miliation, 56; Pleading and Practice, 183; 
Relationship, 92; Support of Child, 74. 


Parties—Joinder, 366. - 
Partition—Rents, 128. 


Partnership—Accounting, 294; Agreement, 384; 
Assumed Name, 366; Banks and Banking, 
258: Implied Agreement. 258; Joint Owner- 
ship, 330; Option, 212; Sharing Profits, 222; 
Surviving Partner, 312; Test, 258. 


Party Walls—Underpinning, 348. 


Payment—Application of, 201; Bankruptcy, 348; 
Official Compensation, 348; Resumption, 312; 
Voluntary, 401. 


Perjury—Materiality, 420; Regulations of Land 
Office, 56. 


Perpetuities—Contract Infringing Rule Against, 
366; Contravention of Statute, 201; Devise, 
330: Postponed Enjoyment, 294; Rule 
Against, 240; Suspending Alienation, 384. 





Physicians and Surgeons—Diligence, 110; Evi- 
dence, 366; Expert Testimony, 110; Malprac- 
tice, 146, 258; Pleading and Practice De- 
murrer, 110. 


Pleading—Sufficiency, 366. 


Pledges—Breach of Contract, 74; Contract, 201; 
Redemption, 36; Reimbursement, 348. 


Poisons—Negligence, 36; Registration of Busi- 
ness, 330. 


Powers—Lex Loci Contractus, 164. 


Principal and Agent—Agency, 92; Bond, 18; 
Cancellation of Contract, 312; Commission, 
438; Defenses, 56: Descriptio Personate, 18: 
Estoppel, 56, 92, 312; Evidence, 92, 201, 455: 
Excess of Authority, 164; Husband and 
Wife, 202; Instructions, 128; Lease, 312; Mis- 
appropriation, 183; Misrepresentation, 146: 
Occasional Employment, 56; Respondeat Su- 
perior, 276; Scope of Agency, 183, 294, 455: 
Silence, 18; Special Agent, 294; Undisclosed 
Principal, 36, 183. 


Principal and Surety—Application of Payments, 
36, 348; Bond, 240; Contribution, 56, 183, 222, 
401; Co-Surety, 438; Departure from Con- 
tract, 92: Discharge of Surety, 455; Release, 

- 74, 202; Subrogation, 401. 

Process—Return of Officer, 348. 

Prohibition—Estoppel, 294. 

Property—Possession, 240. 

Prostitution—White Slave Act, 36. 

Public Service 
Charge, 312. 


Commissions — Reasonable 


Public Service Corporations—Abandonment, 438. 
Quo Warranto—Remedy, 240; Title to Office, 202. 


Railroads—Approaches to Crossing, 455; Con- 
tract, 240: Contributory Negligence, 128, 
146, 202, 240, 276, 294, 455; Crossing Accident, 
312, 455; Deed, 92; Description of Land, 
258; Due Care, 164; Easement, 240; Eminent 
Domain, 366; Exclusive Right, 36; Explosion, 
92: Grade Crossings, 222; Gross Negligence, 
276; Implied Authority, 438; Imputable Neg- 
ligence, 74; Inference, 455; Injunction, 92; 
Instructions, 146; Intervening Cause, 56; 
Joint Tortfeasors, 455; Last Clear Chance, 
222: Licensee, 74, 222; Look and Listen, 
$84; Negligence, 36, 74, 110, 146, 202, 276; 
Negligence per se, 202; Ordinance, 110; Or- 
dinary Care, 258; Presumption, 74; Proxi- 
mate Cause, 456; Public Service Commission, 
183; Rebuttable Presumption, 56; Reorgan- 
ization, 146: Right of Way, 294; Safety Ap- 
pliances, 202, 348, 401: Setting Out Fire, 184, 
330; 401; Signals, 330; Speed Ordinance, 74; 
Summons. 184: Switch Tracks, 420; Tres- 
passes, 202, 276, 348, 455; Use of Facilities, 
438. 


Receivers—Advertisement of Sale, 202: Appoint- 
ment, 366; Discretion, 56; Executory Con- 
tract, 284: Interest of, 384; Sale on Con- 
dition, 258. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—Indictment and Infor- 
mation, 240. 

Reformation of Instruments—Laches, 258; 
untary Guarantee, 146. 


Vol- 


Release—Instructions, 222. 


Remainders—Vested, 34. 


Replevin—Judgment, 110; Recovery, 402; Subro- 
gation, 348: Undivided Interest, 294 


Reversions—Condition, 420. 
Rewards—Fraud and Collusion, 384. 
Sales—Acceptance, 146, 184, 240, 438: Advertis- 


ing Campaign, 366; Bailment, 164; Breach of 
Contract, 222, 258; Breach of Warranty, 164, 
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258, 276; Caveat Emptor, 

Counts, 420; Conditional Sales, "hea, 330, “402, 
420; Confusion of Goods, 330; Consideration, 
258: Contract, 184, 384, 456; ‘Contract Price, 
456; Contract for Delivery, 438; Counter- 
claim, 438; Delivery, 92, 128, 456; Estoppel, 
184, 312; Evidence, 18, 74, 184, 202, 276; Fail- 
ure of Consideration, 146; False Representa- 
tion, 146; Fraud, 18, 384; Fraudulent Repre- 
sentations, 92, 294; —s Warranty, 92, 
312; Indivisibility, Inspection, 164; 
Measure of Damages, 402; Minimizing Dam- 
ages, 456; Misnomer, 56; Misrepresentation, 
258, 276; Mitigating Damages, 202; Nominal 
Damages, 74; Option, 128; Passing of Title, 
164; Pleading and Practice, 92; Reasonable 
Time, 202; Rebate, 222; Recoupment, 202; 
Repudiation, 276; Rescission, 74, 184, 110, 
222, 276, 420; Restrictions, 240; Sample, 56; 
Severabie Contract, 164; Tender, 330; Trans- 
fer of Title, 312 Unconditional Sale, 456; 
Unwholesome Food, 402; Warranty, 18, 74, 
110, 384, 438; Waiver, 93, 240, 348, 438, 456. 


Schools and School Districts—Constitutional 
Law, 366; Site for School House, 258; Stat- 
utory Commission, 402. 


une | See 348; Maintenance and Care, 
8. 


Set-off and Counterclaim—Estoppel, 184; Plead- 
ing and Practice, 164. ° 


Sheriff—Amending Return, 402. 
Shipping—Contract, 74. 


Specific Performance—Contract, 330; Decree, 
184; Discretion, 276, 366; Enforceability, 420; 
Enforcement, 312; ‘Equity, 366; Fraud, 402; 
Interest, 56; Paroi Agreement, 110; Personal 
— erty, 366; Right of Action, 164; Right 

nforce, 420; Statute of Frauds, 456; Sub- 
stantial Compliance, 384; Tender, 56. 


States—Taxation, 202. 


Statutes—Construction, 366; Interpretation, 312; 
ore Clause, 384; Statutory Construction, 
6. 


Stipulations—Binding Force, 240. 


Street ey ee - Owner, 402; Acci- 
dent, 276; Barriers on Street, 438; Con- 
tinuing Negligence, 74; Contributory Negli- 

ence, 222; Crossin Ss, 366; Evidence, 164, 
76; Franchise, 202; nstructions, 110; Juris- 
diction, 202; Last Clear Chance, 184; Look 
and Listen, 258; Municipal Corporations, 
402; Negligence, 92, 420; Negligence per se, 
384; Public Use, 240; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 258; 
Spur Track, 402; Street Paving, 146; Tax- 
ation, 202; Trespasser, 202, 240. 


Subrogation—Assumption of Payment, 128; Con- 
sideration, 276; Mortgagee, 456; Right to, 
164; Volunteer, 36. 


Subscription—Consideration, 312. 


a ae ai Executory Contract, 312; 
Public Sports, 420. 


Taxation—Assessment, 222; Excessive Tax, 366; 
Franchises, 222; Gross Earnings, 258; In- 
come Tax, 240; Life Estate, 420; Redemp- 
tion, 366; Surplus, 240; Transfer Tax, 402; 
Valuation, 240, 


Telegrene and Telephones—Burden of Proof, 
Damages, 74; Installing Wires, 276; In- 
terstate Commerce, 294; ental Anguish, 
420; Minimizing Damages, 438; Mistake in 
Telegram, 146; Notice, 18; Ordinance, 128; 
Public Highway, 330; Regulation, 240; Re- 
peated we 18; Res ieee tre uitur, 258; 
Rules and egulations, nrepeated 
Message, 146; Use of hg 36; Valuation, 
420; Voluntary Acts, 


Tenancy in Common—Adverse Possession, 456; 
Husband and Wife, 240; Ouster, 146; Pro- 
portionate Interests, 164. 

Theaters and Shows—Evidence, 420; Non-Suit, 
184; Ordinary Care, 402. 


Time—Computation, 402. 








Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—Unfair Compe- 
tition, 222, 266. 


Trade Unions—Principal and Agent, 222. 
Trial—Evidence, 164. 


Trover and Conversion—Burden of Proof, 56; 
Damages, 276; Lien, 128; Pleading and Prac- 
tice, 164; Right of Action, 402. 


Trusts—<Acceptance of Benefit, 420; Action to 
Quiet Title, 74; Active Trust, 110; Appoint- 
ment, 110; Commingling, 56; Constructive 
Trustee, 420; Contract, 128; Declaration of, 
456; Dry Trust, 348; Evidence, 146, 276; Ex- 
pense of Administration, 330; Fiduciary Re- 
lation, 456; Good Faith, 348; Instructions, 
366; Instrument Creating, 384; Investment 
of Funds, 202; Mingling Funds, 110; Result- 
ing Trust, 146, 456; Spendthrift Trust, 36, 
456; Summary Proceedings, 184; Surplus 
Profits, 420; Resulting Trust, 438; Violation 
of Trust, 202. 


Turnpikes and Toll Roads—Abandonment, 348. 
Quieting Title—Equity, 366. 
United States—Estoppel, 184. 


Usury—Attorney Fees, 202; Bonus, 294; Con- 
dition Precedent, 384; Evasion of Statute, 
184; Extension, 240; Interest, 56. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Agreement, 402; Ante- 
cedent Negotiations, 448; Assumption of 
Lien, 164; Clerical Error, 276; Constructive 
Notice, 456; Contract, 110; Description, 402; 
Equity of "Redemption, 258; Evidence, 110, 
294; Failure of Consideration, 222; Fore- 
closure, 184; Immoral Purpose, 74; Market- 
able Title, 56, 294, 330, 348, 402; Meeting of 
Minds, 384; Mistake, 312; Ratification, 456; 
Representation, 74; Repudiation of Contract, 
202; Rescission, 36, 222, 420; Reservation, 
456; Reservation of Lien, 18; Stipulation as 
to Title, 146; Tender, 146; Ungathered Crops, 
184; Unrecorded Deed, 36; Waiver, 258. 


Venue—tTrial, 366. 
Wee Enemies, 294, 348; Suit by Alien, 


. 


Waters and Water Courses—Boundaries, 222; 
Extraordinary Flood, 348; Negligence, 74; 
Non-Navigable Stream, 146; Nuisance, 402; 
Percolation, 420; Permissive Use, 240; Police 
* Power, 92; Prior Appropriation, 420; Public 
Service Company, 384; Railroad Embank- 
ment, 164; Regulation, 222; Riparian Rights, 
184; Statutory Construction, 92; Superior 
Rights, 36; Surface Water, 294. 


Weights and Measures—Ordinance, 36. 


Wills—Ambiguity, 438; Annuity, 258; Appeal and 
Error, 384; Burden of Proof, 394; Caveat, 
240; Charity, 366; Codicil, 202; Collateral 
Contract, 348; Consideration, 312; Construc- 
tion, 26, 110, 128, 202, 240, 294, 330, 402, 466; 
Contract, 164, 258, 456; Contest, 18, 56, 146; 
Curtesy, 456; Declaration of Trust, 276; Deed, 
294; Description of Property, 146; Designa- 
tion of Beneficiary, 110, 456; Destruction, 
330; Devise, 312; Election, 184, 276; Estate 
in Fee Simple, 184; Evidence, 184, 330, 402; 
Executed Agreement, 240; Execution, 128; 
Fee Simple Estate, 402; Forfeiture Clause, 
456; Intent, 276; Intention, 74, 158; Latent 
Ambiguity, 184; Lend and Give, 348; Life 
Estate, 294; Mutual Wills, 402; Nuncupative 

Will 348; Pleading and Practice, 294; Prin- 
ci Beneficiary, 438; Remainder, 36; 
Residuary Estate, 258; Survivorship, 348: 
Remainderman, 258; Tenancy in Common, 
294; Tenant by Entireties, 74; Testamentary 
Capacity, 90, 294; Testamentary Instrument, 
456; Trust, 366; Trustee, 312; Trust Estate, 
202, 294; Undue Influence, 164, 348, 366, 384, 
438; Vested Remainder, 222; Vesting of 
Legacy, 330. 


Witnesses—Admissions, 366; Blood Hounds, 36; 
Credibility, 402; Cross-Examination, 330. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act—Partial Disabil- 
ity, 128. 
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A list composed of subscribers to the CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL, in good standing, and 


recommended by us to subscribers for use in the interchange of legal business. 


We advise that 


terms and fees for service be arranged by correspondence, as bar association rules in different 


localities make it impossible to publish a uniform scale of fees. 


Kindly mention the CENTRAL 


LAW JOURNAL when corresponding with attorneys whose names appear in this list. 


ALABAMA, 


ATHENS. 
W. R. Walker. 


BESSEMER. 
G. H. Bumgardner. 


BIRMINGHAM. 

B. M. Allen. 

W. H. Anderson. 

Lyon Bradley. 

Chamblee & Cham- 
blee. 

Leader & Ewing. 

Ivey F. Lewis. 

L. C. Leadbetter. 

John Hearst Miller. 

Nathan L. Miller. 

Hugh Morrow. 

Erle Pettus. 

Tillman, Bradley & 
Morrow. 

Sterling A. Wood. 


DADEVILLE. 
D. W. Crawford. 


DECATUR. 
W. W. Callahan. 
Geo. A. Nelson. 


GADSDEN. 
P. E. Culli, 


ee ae 
R. W. Walker. 
Jos. W. Hill. 


MOBILE. 
Wm. H. Ambrecht. 
Jesse L. Hogan. 


MONTGOMERY. 
W. M. Blakey. 
Hon. Chas. R. 

Bricker. 
Steiner, Crum & 
Weil. 
Ray Rushton. 
L. A. Sanderson, 
Ball & Sanford. 
Hon. Wm. H. 
Thomas. 
John R. Tyson. 


OPELIKA, 
N. D. Denson. 


THOMASVILLE. 
Jesse V. Boyles. 


TUSKEGEE. 
Wm. Varner. 


| 





TUSCUMBIA. 
J. T. Kirk. 


ALASKA. 
CORDOVA. 
Edward F. Medley. 


JUNEAU. 
Z. R. Cheney. 
Royal A. Gunnison. 
John B. Marshall. 


VALDEZ 
E. R. Ritchie. 
ARIZONA. 
BISBEE. 
Edw. J. Flanigan. 


HOLBROOK. 


Clarence L. Jordan. 


KINGMAN. 
Cc. W. Herndon. 


NOGALES. 
Frank J. Duffy. 


OATMAN. 
Paul C. Thorne. 


ae ae ay 
Il. B. Alexander. 
Fant Ronan Ingles. 
B. E. Marks. 
G. P. Nevitt. 


PRESCOTT. 
E. S. Clark. 


TOMBSTONE. 
W. G. Gilmore. 


TUCSON. 
Frank T. Curley. 
J. D. Mackey. 


ARKANSAS. 


BATESVILLE. 
John B. McCaleb. 
Floyd E. Stein. 


BLYTHEVILLE. 
R. A. Nelson. 


CAMDEN. 
Powell & Taylor, 
Cc. W. Smith. 








DE QUEEN. 
Abe Collins. 


FORREST CITY. 
S. H. Mann. 


FORT SMITH. 
W. M. Cravens. 


Jas. B. McDonough. 


Ira D. Oglesby. 
Thos. B. Pryor. 


EL DORADO. 
W. C. Medley. 


HOT SPRINGS. 
J. P. Henderson. 


JONESBORO. 
Basil Baker. 
N. F. Lamb. 


LITTLE ROCK. 
J. H. Carmichael. 
Ashley Cockrill. 
P. D. English. 
H. T. Harrison. 
Jas. E. Hogue. 
Troy W. Lewis. 
Henry DB. Farabee. 
Tom M. Mehaffy, 
M. J. Manning. 
D. D. Terry. 
Kinsworthy & 

Henderson. 


MAGNOLIA. 
A. D. Pope. 


MORRILLTON. 
John F. Sellers. 


MOUNTAIN HOME. 
Joe George, 


NEWPORT. 
Ira J. Mack 
John W. Stayton. 


PINE BLUFF. 
W. F. Coleman. 
Taylor & Jones. 


ROGERS. 
E. M. Fowler. 


RUSSELLVILLE, 
T. J. Bullock. 





SEARCY. 
Miller & Yingling. 


TEXARKANA. 
Thaddeus B. Vance. 


bd ae ay Oy 
. H. Etter. 


CALIFORNIA. 


AUBURN. 
John M. Fullweiler. 
Orrin J. Lowell. 


BAKERSFIELD. 
E. J. Emmons. 


BERKELEY. 


Herbert W. Clark. 


EL CENTRO. 
Jos. F. Segittohr. 


FRESNO. 


F. H. Short. 
F. E. Cook. 


GRASS VALLEY. 
Hennessy & Peter- 
son, 


LONG BEACH. 
Hon. T. A. Sher- 
wood. 
McCaughan & 
McCaughan. 


LOS ANGELES. 
Hon. Jesse Arthur. 
E. M. Barnes. 
Bicksler, Smith & 

Parke. 
S. L. Carpenter. 
Wm. Thomas Helms. 
Harvey D. Cheney. 
S. S. Hahn. 
Fredericks & 
Hanna. 
Gibson, Trask, Dunn 
& Crutcher. 
A. W. Hutton. 

, James M. Kerr. 
Thomas C. Job. 
Irvin C. Lewis. 

E. E. Milliken. 
John’ W. Mitchell. 
E. C. Pyle. 

Paran F. Rice. 


MENLO PARK. 
Cc. L. Johnson. 
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OAKLAND. 
Carl H. Abbott. 
Chas. A, Beardsley. 
Harmon Bell. 
R. M. Fitzgerald. 
Dudley Kinsell. 


PETALUMA. 
W. H. Early. 


PLACERVILLE. 
Geo. H. Thompson. 


POMONA. 
W. A. Garrett. 


RIVERSIDE. 
Cc. L. McFarland. 


Purington & Adair. 


A. H. Winder. 


SACRAMENTO. 
Butler & Swisler. 
Devlin & Devlin. 


SAN DIEGO. 
Eugene Daney. 
J. C. Harper. 
F. W. Stearns. 


SAN FRANCISCO. 
Wm. F. Abbott. 
F. P. Deering. 


Edward C. Harrison. 
Jos. K, Hutchinson. 
Knight & Heggerty. 


Lent & Humphrey. 

G. W. McEnerney. 

Henry F. May. 

W. C. Metzer. 

Morrison, Dunne & 
Brobeck. 

J. L. Nagle. 

Pillsbury, Madison 
& Sutrow. 

F. W. Sawyer. 

Grant H. Smith. 

U. S. Webb. 


SANTA ANA, 
Horatio J. Forgy. 


SANTA CRUZ. 
Bertram B. Snyder. 


SANTA MARIA. 
RF. J. Feeney. 


TULARE. 
Cc. L. Russell. 


TURLOCK. 
R. R. Fowler. 


WILLOWS. 
Frank Freeman. 
COLORADO. 


ALAMOSA. 
John T. Adams. 


BRECKINRIDGE. 
Carl A, Kaiser. 


CENTRAL CITY. 
Fred S. Caldwell. 
Chase Withrow. 





COLORADO SPRINGS. 
James A. Orr. 
Sherwin & Hunger- 

ford. 


CRAIG. 
Geo. A. Pughe. 


DEL NORTE. 
Jesse C. Wiley. 


DENVER. 
Bartels, Blood & 

Bancroft. 

Paul M. Clark. 
H. W. Danforth. 
John E. Ethell. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 
Hon. James E. Gar- 
rigues. 
Wm. W. Grant, Jr. 
Horace N. Hawkins. 
Thos. H. Hood. 
Philip Hornbein. 
Gerald Hughes. 
Frederick T. 

Henry. ’ 
Hon. Robt. E. Lewis. 
Henry McAllister, Jr, 
Ernest Morris. 

Thos. J. O'Donnell. 

R. D. Rees. 

Halsted L. Ritter. 

Howard 8S. Robert- 
son. 

Barnwell S. Stuart. 

Gilbert A. Walker. 


DURANGO, 


McCloskey & Moody. 


FT. COLLINS. 
Lee & Fleming. 
Fred W. Stow. 


GRAND JUNCTION. 
S. M. Logan. 
Guy V. Sternberg. 


GREELEY. 
F. W. Cark. 
F. J. Green. 
Wm. H. Thompson. 
Charles D. Todd. 


IDAHO SPRINGS. 
F. L. Collom. 
Robt. G. Smith. 


JULESBURG. 
Roy T. Johnson. 


LA JUNTA. 
A. B. Wallis. 


LEADVILLE. 
Quentin D. Bonner. 


LOVELAND. 
John H. Simpson, 


ORDWAY. 
Chas. C. Woolridge. 


OURAY. 
Cc. J, Sigfrid. 


PUEBLO. 
Hon. E. F. Cham- 
bers. 
J. H. H. Low. 








STERLING. 
Mrs. Gladys Fox. 


TELLURIDE. 
L. W. Allen. 


TRINIDAD. 
Malcolm E. Erick- 
son. 


CONNECTICUT. 


BRIDGEPORT. : 
Cullinan & Cullinan. 


HARTFORD. 
John J. Dwyer. 
Hon. W. F. Henney. 
Louis H. Katz, 
Hon. L. P. Waldo 
Marvin. 


LITCHFIELD. 
Thos. F. Ryan. 


NEW HAVEN. 
Watrous & Day. 
James E. Wheeler. 


NEW LONDON. 
Arthur B. Calkins. 
Chas. E. Hickey. 
H. A. Hull. 


NORWICH. 
Edwin W. Higgins. 


ORANGE. 
Robt. J. Woodruff. 


STAMFORD. 
Taylor: & Jenkins. 


WATERBURY. 
T. F. Carmody. 
John H. Cassidy. 
Chas. G. Root. 


DELAWARE. 


DOVER. 
Chas. H. Le Fevre. 


WILMINGTON. 
Thos. J. Laffey. 
Marvel, Marvel, 

Layton & Golds- 
borough. 
John P. Nields. 
H. H. Ward. 


DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON. 
Archer & Smith. 
John S. Barbour. 
Octave Bigoness. 
R. B. B. Chew, Jr. 
John W. Davis. 
J. C. Plournoy. 
Henry M. Foote 
Chas. H. Hemans, 
Hon. Edwin A. 

Krauthoff. 
Melville Church. 
Blaine Coppinger. 





WASHINGTON. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
W. C. Sullivan, 
Chapin Browne. 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Geo, C. Gertman, 
Thomas M. Henry. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Leckie, Cox & 

Kratz. 


E. H. McLachlen, 
F. S. Paladini. 
Robert Proctor. 
Herbert A. Simon, 
Hon. Thos. Sterling. 
J. C. Robertson, 


FLORIDA. 


BARTOW. 
H. K. Olliphant. 


COCOA. 
Gus C. Edwards. 


DE LAND. 
Stewart & Stewart. 


FORT OGDEN. 
Cc. C. Morgan. 


GAINESVILLE. 
J. C. Adkins. 
Clark & Clark. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
Gary W. Alexander. 
J. C. Cooper, Jr. 
Frank L. Dancy. 

E. J. L. Engle. 
Cromwell Gibbons. 
Miles W. Lewis. 
P. H. Odom. 


‘ 


LAKELAND. 
J. H. Peterson. 


MARIANNA, 
Will H. Price. 


MIAMI, 
Atkinson & Burdine. 
A. J. Rose. 


OCALA. 
R. L. Anderson. 


ORLANDO. 
Dickinson & Dickin- 
son. 
C. B. Robinson. 
Massey & Warlow. 


PANAMA CITY. 
J. H. Clancey. 


PALATKA. 
A. H. Odom. 


PENSACOLA. 
E. 


W. B, Sheppard. 
W. L. Zachary. 
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PERRY. 
W. B. Davis. 


ST. AUGUSTINE. 
S. W. Bassett, Jr. 
Geo. W. Jackson. 


TALLAHASSEE. 
T. F. West. 


TAMPA. 
E. J. Binford. 
J. W. Frazier. 
McMullen & Pette- 
way. 
K. I. MeKay. 
S. M. Sparkman, 
J. T. Watson, Jr. 


GEORGIA. 


AMERICUS. 
J. A. Hixon. 
G. R. Ellis. 


ASHBURN. 
James H. Pate. 


ATHENS. 
Erwin, Rucker & 


Erwin. 
J. J. Strickland. 


ATLANTA. 

Ralph S. Bauer. 

Robert C. Alston. 

Brewster, Howell & 

James L. Key. 

Smith, Hammond & 
Smith. 

Albert E. Mayer. 
Heyman. 

Cc. L. Pettigrew. 

Cc. B. Rosser, Jr. 

Alex W. Stephens. 

W. D. Thomson. 

Geo. Westmoreland. 


AUGUSTA. 
Cc. H. & R. S. Cohen. 
Wm. H. Fleming. 
T. S. Lyons. 


BAINBRIDGE. 
T. S. Hawes. 


CAMILLA. 
Peacock & Gardner. 


CLARKESVILLE. 
J. C. Edwards & Son 


CORDELE. 
A. S. Bussey. 
F. G. Boatwright. 


DOUGLAS. 
R. A. Moore. 


FAIRBURN. 
Oscar Parker. 


GAINBSVILLE. 
A. C. Wheeler. 


LAFAYETTE. 
Norman Shattuck. 





MACON. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
W. J. Wallace. 


MONROE. 
Orrin Roberts. 
Cc. Barney Webb. 


MONTEZUMA, 
Jule Felton. 


MONTICELLO. 
Greene F. Johnson. 
W. H. Key. 


ROME. 
John H. Reece. 


ROYSTON. 
Sam B. Swilling. 


SAVANNAH. 

S. B, Adams. 

Robert L. Colding. 

Henry C. Cunning- 
ham. 

Garrard & Gazan. 

Peter W. Meldrim. 

O’Byrne, Hartridge. 
& Wright. 

Osborne & Law- 
rence. 

Geo. W. Owens. 

T. P. Ravenel. 

Wm. B. Stephens. 

W. B. Stubbs. 


STATESBORO. 
G. S. Johnston. 


SYLVANTA. 
A. B. Lovett. 


SWAINSBORO. 
Saffold & Jordan. 


THOMASVILLE. 
Cc. E. Hay. 


WAYCROSS. 
Parks & Reed. 
Wilson & Bennett. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


HONOLULU. 
Wm. T. Carden. 
Wm. O. Smith. 
Thompson, Milver- 
ton & Cathcart. 


KAHULUI. 
. R. Bevins. 


IDAHO. 


AMERICAN FALLS. 
oO, R. Baum. 
Wm. J. Travis. 


BOISE CITY. 
Raymond L. Givens, 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
Kare Paine. 

oO. R. Woods. 





BUHL. 
Arthur W. Ostrom. 


BURLEY. 
Cc. A. Johnson. 


CALDWELL. 


Owen M. Van Duyn. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Devaney & Carter. 


COUER D’ALENE. 
M. G. Whitney. 


COUNCIL. 
L. L. Burtenshaw. 


EMMETT. 
Geo. C. Huebenér. 


GOODING. 
A. F. James. 


HAILEY. 
John M. Bayle. 


IDAHO CITY. 
D. L. Rhodes. 


IDAHO FALLS. 
Geo. W. 
E. A. Owen. 


KELLOGG. 
Barnett Sinclair. 
R. T. Morgan. 


LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Daniel Needham. 
Chas. H. Chance. 


MOSCOW. 
Scott Ogden. 


OAKLEY. 
W. L. Dunn. 


ORIFINO. 
Wm. J. Hannah. 


POCATELLO. 
J. B. Bacon. 
T. C. Coffin. 
Jos. E, Harvey. 


SANDPOINT. 
John M. Flynn. 
E. E. Wheelan. 
G. H. Martin. 


TWIN FALLS. 
W. P. Guthrie. 
S. L. Hodgins. 


Turner K. Hackman. 


Henry C. Scranton. 


WALLACE. 
I. N. Smith. 


Edgington. 





ILLINOIS, 


AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler, 
Peffers & Wing. 


BELLEVILLE. 


Hon. Geo. A. Crow. 


BELVIDERE. 
P. H. O'Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
De Mange, Gillespie 

& De Mange. 


BLUE ISLAND. 
Henry W. Buhring 


CAIRO. 
J. R. Pilaut. 


CARTHAGE, 
Charles J. Scofield. 
Hartzell & Cava- 
naugh. 


CHICAGO. 

Henry J. Aaron. 

E. A. Aborn. 

Edmund D. Adcock. 

Alden, Latham & 
Young. 

B. W. Anderson. 

Ashcraft & Ashcraft 

Frank H. Bicek. 

E. R. Bliss,. Jr. 

F. L. Boyd. 

Brady & Rutledge. 

Paul Carpenter. / 

Aug. Binswanger. 

Buell & Abbey. 

Axel Chytraus. 

H. G. Colson, 

E. S. Cummings. 

Thos. Dent. 

Arthur Donaghue. 

Herman Frank. 

Timothy J. Fell. 

Henry M. Fagan. 

Richard Hili, Jr. 

Andrew Humme- 
land. 

John H. Hopkins. 

Cc. N. Leach. 

John H. Kay. 

Loesch, Schofield & 
* Loesch. 

Philip J. McKenna. 

Jas. C. McMath. 

John S. Miller. 

H. H. Patterson. 

Perry Patterson. 

Cc. F. Wiehe. 

Joseph A. MclIner- 
ney. 

James C. McShane. 

A. W. Martin. 

M. A. Mergentheim. 

Edwin A, Munger. 

Nicholas A. Pope. 

F. P. Read. 

Rosenthal & 
Hamill. 

H. H. Scandrett. 

Chas. Schusterman. 

John L. Shortall. 

Harris F. Williams. 

Winston, Payne & 
Strawn, 
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DANVILLE. 
Dwyer & Dwyer. 


DECATUR. 
James S. Baldwin. 
H. W. Housum. 


DWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 


E. ST. LOUIS. 
Kramer, Kramer & 
Campbell. 


EDW ARDSVILLE, 
Williamson, Bur- 
roughs & Ryder. 


ae a yy we 
J. Q. A. Ledbetter. 
James A. Watson. 


EVANSTON. 
Robt. H. Gault. 


FREEPORT. 
I. P. Gassman, 


FUiI.TON. 
Cc. C. McMahon. 


GALESBURG. 
Williams, Law- 
rence, Welsh & 
Green. 


HERRIN. 
A. D. Morgan. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
Wm. H. Hairgrove. 
Wm. T. Wilson. 


JOLIET. 
Barr, McNaughton 
& Barr. 


JOHNSTON CITY. 
J. E. Carr. 


KANKAKEE. 
Smith & Marcotte. 


MACOMB. 
Chas. I. Imes. 


MATTOON. ‘ 
Andrews & Vause. 
Bryan H. Tivnen. 


MONMOUTH. 


NORTH CHICAGO. 
Max Przyborski. 


OAKLAND. 
Frank C. Wink]Jer. 


OAK PARK. 
F. Thulin. 


OTTAWA. 
Jas. J. Conway. 





PEKIN. 
Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 
Wm. A. Potts. 


PEORIA. 
Henry C. Fuller. 


RANTOUL. 
Jas. F. Clark. 


ROCKFORD. 
A. D. Early. 
Cc. W. Ferguson. 
Robt. Rew. 


ROCK ISLAND. 
Stafford, Schoede & 
Stafford. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
AGolph F. Bernard. 
T. L. Jarrett. 
Clarence A. Jones. 
Edw. Pree. 

Wm. B. Risse 
J. EL Rock well. 


‘ 


STREATOR. 
Wm. H. Boys. 


SYCAMORE. 
John Faissler. 


WAUKEGAN. 
Cook, Pope & Pope. 
H. G. Coulson. 
Welch & Welch. 


WOODSTOCK. 
David R, Joslyn. 


INDIANA. 


ANDERSON. 
J. A. Van Osdal. 


AUBURN. 
P. V. Hoffman. 


BEDFOR 
Fred x. * wletcher. 


COLUMBUS. 
Donaker & Spaugh. 
Kollmeyer & Sharp- 
nack. 
John Rynerson. 


CONNERSVILLE. 
McKee, Wiles & 
Elliot. 


CRAWFORDSVILLE. 
Benj. Crane. 


CROWN POINT. 
J. Kopelke. 


DANA. 
E. B. James. 


EAST CHICAGO. 
Walter Lopatka. 





ELKHART. 
Church & Chester. 
Proctor & Cawley. 
Cc. C. Raymer. 
Edw. B. Zigler. 


EVANSVILLE. 
E. H. Igiehart. 
Thos. W. Lindsey. 


FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
Emrick & Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
Thomas & Town- 

send. 
Dick M. Vesey. 


FRANKLIN. 
White & White. 


GARY. 
Roy E. Ressler. 


GOSHEN. 
A. S. Zook. 


GREENCASTLE. 
B. F. Corwin. 


GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Rollin A. Turner. 
Wickens & Osborn. 


GREENWOOD. 
E. A. McAlpin. 


HAMMOND. 
Bomberger, Curtis, 
Starr & Peters. 


HUNTINGTON. 
Milo M. Freightner. 
Sumner Kenner. 


INDIANAPOLIS. 
Thos. H. Daily. 
Edward Doyle. 
Geo..W. Galvin. 
Frank C. Olive. 
Merritt H. Perkins. 
Jas. A. Ross. 


Francis M. Springer. 


Harold Taylor. 
W. W. Thornton. 


INDIANA HARBOR. 
Hembroft & Glaze- 
brook. 
W. J. Murray. 


KNIGHTSTOWN. 
Newby & Newby. 


KNOX. 
Chas. H. Peters. 


KOKOMO. 


Bell & Kirkpatrick. 


Jos. C. Herron. 


LAFAYETTE. 
E. P. Hammond. 
A. L. Kumler. 





LOGANSPORT. 
D. C. Arthur. 


MILFORD. 
Richard Vander- 
veer, 


MUNCIE. 
Frank Ellis. 
Koons & Koons. 
Ww. W. Orr. 


NAPPANEE. 
Perry A. Early. 


NORTH VERNON. 
Wm. Fitzgerald. 


RICHMOND. 
Gardner, Jessup & 
White. 


' 
PERU. 
Cox & Andrews. 
D. E. Rhodes. 


PORTLAND. 


John F. LaFollette. 


W. F. McGinnitie. 


ROCHESTER. 


oO. F. Montgomery. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Deahl & Hammer- 
schmid. 


SPENCER. 
I. H. Fowler. 


SULLIVAN. 
Chas. D. Hunt. 


TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm. T. Douthitt. 
Thos. H. Fitts. 


UNION CITY. 
Wm. W. Fowler. 


VERSAILLES. 
Adam Stockinger. 


VINCENNES. 
Curtis G. Shake. 


WARSAW. 
L. W. Royse. 


IOWA. 


ALBIA 
John. T. Carkson. 


ms 
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BEDFORD. 
Flick & Flick. 
Jas. R. Locke. 
Wm. M. Jackson. 


BOONE. 
Dyer, Jordan & 
Dyer. 
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BURLINGTON. 
LaMonte Cowles. 


CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 


CEDAR RAPIDS. 


Redmond & Stewart. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
George Carson. 
Pryor & Ross. 
Tinley & Mitchell. 


CRESCO. 
Charles Pergler. 


DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Chas. Gilchrist. 


Isaac Petersburg. 


DECORA 
H. F.. Barthel. 


DES MOINES. 
Bowen & Alberson. 
O. M. Brockett. 

M. H. Cohen. 
Frank H. Dewey. 
I. M. Earle. 
Halloran & Starkey. 
F. I. Herriott. 
Clyde Kirk. 
Mulvaney & Mul- 
vaney. 
Clinton L. Nourse. 
Parker, Parrish & 
Miller. 
Oscar Strauss. 
Sullivan & Sulli- 
van. 
S. G. Van Auken. 
Geo. Wambach. 
Geo. A. Wilson. 


DUBUQUE. 
Robert W. Clewell. 
J. P. Frantzen. 


Kenline & Roedell. 


EMMETSBURG. 


McCarty & McCarty. 


ESTHERVILLE. 
F. J. Kennedy. 


FORT DODGE. 
Burnquist & Joyce. 
Robert Healy. 

R. M. Wright. 


GREENFIELD. 
Frank B. Wilson. 


HAWARDEN. 
Cc. E. Gantt. 


HUMBOLDT. 
D. F. Coyle. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
Roy A. Cook. 


INDIANOLA. 
0. C. Brown. 





LE MARS. 
P. Farrell. 


LIVERMORE. 
F. M. Miles. 


MARCUS. 
L. J. MeGivernh. 


MARSHALLTOWN. 
H, H. Craney. 
E. N. Farber. 


MONTICELLO. 
V. O. Welch. 


MUSCATINE. 
F. L. Bihlmeier. 


NORTHWOOD. 
Carl O. Gunderson. 


OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell & Devitt. 


RED OAK, 
R. W. Beeson. 


ROCKWELL CITY. 
S. A. Frick. 


SHENANDOAH. 
Earl R. Ferguson. 


SIGOURNEY. 
Wagner & Upde- 
graff. 


SIOUX CITY. 
Kass Bros. 
J. L. Kennedy. 
Ben I. Salinger, Jr. 
Sears, Snyder & 
Boughn. 


STORM LAKE. 
James De Land. 


TAMA. 
J. W. Willett. 


TIPTON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 


TOLEDO. 
Cc. E. Walters. 


WAPELLO. 
Arthur Springer. 


WATERLOO. 
Edwards & Longley. 
Hon. C. W. Mullan. 


WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS. 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
Ly C. Brown. 
Fauleoner & Wright 





Frank A. Lutz. 


BURLINGAME. 
R. G. Hepworth. 


CLAY CENTER. 
W. F. Roche. 


COFFEYVILLE. 
W. E. Zeigler. 


COLDWATER. 
Jay T. Botts. 


CONCORDIA. 
Cc. L. Hunt. 


DODGE CITY. . 
Walter L. Bullock. 


ERIE. 
R. B. Smith. 


FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain. 


FREDONIA. 
James N. Kennedy. 


GARDEN CITY. 


Richard J. Hopkins. 


HAYS. 
E. C. Flood. 


HOXIB. 
W. H. Clark, 


HUMBOLDT. 
G. A. Amos. 


HUTCHINSON. 
F. Dumont Smith. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
N. E. Van Tuyl. 


JETMORE. 
Roscoe H. Wilson, 


JEWELL. 
R. C. Postlewaite. 


JUNCTION CITY. 
Humphrey & 
Humphrey. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Cc. O. Littick. 
Hon. John T. Sims. 


Thompson & Brady. 


KIOWA, 
F. F. Perry. 


LAWRENCE. 
L. H. Menger. 


LEAVENWORTH. 
J: H. Wendorff. 





LIBERAL. 
Vv. H. Grinstead. 


LINCOLN, 
John J. McCurdy. 


NEWTON. 
Ezra Branine. 


RUSSELL. 
J. G Vogelsang. 


SALINA. 
J. A. Fleming. 
Hon. Dallas Grover. 
John H. Wilson, 


ST. FRANCIS. 
Leigh Dowling. 


SMITH CENTER, 
L. C. Uhl & Son. 


TOPEKA. 
W. A. S. Bird. 
T. F. Garver, 
D. R. Hite. 
A. M. Thomas. 


WELLINGTON. 
W. T. McBride. 


WICHITA. 
John W. Adams. 
Geo, Gardner. 
Houston & Brooks. 
Chester I. Long. 
David Smyth. 


WINFIELD. 
Ss. C. Bloss. 


KENTUCKY. 


ASHLAND. 


John W. Woods, 


BARDSTOWN. 
Ernest N. Fulton. 


BEATTYVILLE. 
H. D. Parrish. 
Sutton & Hurst. 


CATLETTSBURG. 
Jas. A. Williams. 


COVINGTON. 
R. S. Holmes. 


DIXON. 
Bourland & Black- 
well. 


GLASGOW. 
W. L. Porter. 


IRVINE. 
Clarence Miller. 


JACKSON. 
W. L. Cash. 


LEXINGTON. 
Richard J. Colbert. 
Shelby, Northcutt & 
Shelby. 
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LOUISVILLE. 
William B. Eagles. 
Davis W. Edwards. 
H. B. Fleece. 
Julius C. Klein. 
Kohn, Baird, Sloss 

& Kohn. 
Beckham Over- 
street. 
Chas. Bond Seymour 
Geo. W. Smith. 


MAYSVILLE. 
LeWright Brown- 
ing. 
Hon. A. M. J. 
Cochran. 


MIDDLESBORO. 
John Howard, 


MT. VERNON. 
c. Cc. Williams. 


OW ENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 


PADUCAH. 
Hon. Wm. Reed. 


PINEVILLE. 
Chas. I. Dawson. 
Cc. Hurst. 
Martin T. Kelly. 


PRESTONBURG. 
Dingus & Layne. 


RICHMOND. 
Stephen DeParrish. 


WILLIAMSBURG. 
W. R. Henry. 
Rose & Pope. 
H. H. Tye. 


WINCHESTER. 
Ronald C, Oldham. 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
J. W. Hawthorne. 


FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 


FRANKLINTON. 
M. I. Varnado. 


LAKE CHARLES. 
W. B. Williamson. 


MORGAN CITY. 
Chas. L. Wise. 


NEW ORLEANS. 

S. Clair Adams. 

Caffrey, Quintero. 
Gidiere & Brumby. 

Carroll & Carroll. 

Dart & Kernan. 

J. C. Davey. 

Farrar, Jonas, 
Goldsborough & 
Goldburg. 








NEW ORLEANS. 
Lewis R. Graham. 
Chas. de Labretonne 
McCloskey & Bene- 

dict. 
J. B. Rosser, Jr. 
John F. Tobin. 


RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 


SHREVEPORT. 
Hampton Story. 
Thatcher & Wells. 


MAINE. 


BELFAST. 
Ralph I. Morse. 


BETHEL. 
E. C. Parke. 


BIDDEFORD. 
Han. Geo. L. Emery. 


BROOKS. 
F. W. Brown, Jr. 


CALAIS. 
Ashley St. Clair. 


CARIBOU. 
Cc. B. Small. 


CORNISH, 
Walter P. Perkins. 


FT. FAIRFIELD. 
H. T. Powers. 


GORHAM. 
J. A. Waterman. 


LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 


MADISON. 
Bernard Gibbs. 
Cc. O. Small. 


PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
Hon. Clarence Hale. 
D. A. Meaher. 
Harry E. Nixon. 
Frank W. Robinson. 


RUMFORD FALLS. 
L. W. Blanchard. 


SANFORD. 
Edw. J. Hudon. 


WALDOBORO. 
Henry B. Mason. 


WATERVILLE. 
Chas. W. Atchley... 


WESTBROOK. 
Wm. Lyons. 





MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
J. Albert Baker. 
Hon. John J. Dobler. 
Chas. F. Harley. 
John Hinkley. 
Chas. M. Howard. 
Edwin C. Irelan. 
Lemmon & Buck. 
W. L. Marbury. 
A. P. Shanklin. 
Hon. Henry Stock- 

bridge. 

Webster C. Tall. 
Cc. R, Wattenscheidt. 
Geo. Whitelock. 


CUMBERLAND. 
W. S. Cochrane. 
Arch C. Young. 


EASTON. 
G. Elbert Marshall. 


FREDERICK. 
Leo Weinberg. 


HYATTSVILLE. 
James C. Waters, 
Jr. 


PRINCE FREDERICK. 
John P. Briscoe. 


WiESTERNPORT. 
Horace P. Whit- 
worth. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


ADAMS. 
Edwin K. McPeck. 


BOSTON. 

Cc. E. Cherry. 
Jos. I. Bennett. 
Frank W. Grinnell. 
J. W. Pickering. 
J. Converse Gray. 
Ss. K. Hamilton. 
Geo. ,V. Leverett. 
Walter J. O'Malley, 


Jr. 
Adolph M. Schwarz. 


BROOKLINE. 
Alfred D. Chandler. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Prof. Roscoe Pound. 
Jos. J. McCarthy. 


CONCORD. 


Chas. K. Darling. 


DORCHESTER. 
W. B. Grant. 


LOWELL. 
John J. Pieckman. 


MELROSE. 
Geo. R. Farnum. 


MILFORD. 
John C:; Lynch. 


| 
| 





SPRINGFIELD. 
James B. Carroll. 


WESTBORO. 
Francis X. Reilly. 


WORCHESTER. 
Wm. C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ANN ARBOR. 
M. J. Cavanaugh. 
William G. Doty. 


BATTLE CREEK. 
Burritt Hamilton. 
Leland H. Sabin. 


BAY CITY. 
Louis J. Weadock. 


BENTON HARBOR. 
Geo. W. Bridgman. 


CALUMET, 
= & McCor- 


mick. 
A. E. Peterman. 


CRYSTAL FALLS. 
M. H. Moriarty. 


DETROIT. 
N. C. Bigelow. 
Bishop & Kilpatrick 
E. S. Clarkson. 
Doyle & Cameron, 
D. B. Duffield. 
Ralph D. Haley. 
Howell S. England. 
John Galloway. 
John W. Goodson. 
Keena, Lightner & 

Oxtoby. 

Harold R. Martin. 
Harry C. Milligan. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
I. M.*F. Morgan. 
M. D. Smilansky. 
Wm. S. Sayres, Jr. 
Henry Wunsch. 
Walters & Walters. 


FLINT. 
Carlton, Roberts & 
Stewart, 


GRAND HAVEN. 
Walter I. Lillie. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 

Boltwood & Bolt- 
wood. 

Walter H. Brooke. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 
Hon. Reuben Hatch. 
James A. Lombard. 
Dorr Kuizema. 


GREENVILLE. 
E. J. Bowman. 


IRON RIVER. 
I. W. Byers. 
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ITHACA. 
John W. Myers. 


LANSING. 
Rollin H. Person. 
Hon. J. W. Stone. 


MARQUETTE. 
Cc. F. Button. 


ONTONAGON. 
John Jones. 


PAW PAW. 
A. Lynn Free. 


PONTIAC. 
L. A. Cambrey. 


REED CITY. 
Robert B. Savidge. 


SAGINAW. 
Watts S. Humphrey. 


SAULT STE. MARIE. 
Wiley & Green. 


ST. JOHN’S. 
Wm. M. Smith. 


WOLVERINE. 
Chas. D. Barghoorn. 


MINNESOTA. 


ARGYLE. 
E. A. Brekke. 


BEMIDJI. 
Chas. W. Scrutchin. 


BLUE EARTH. 
D. L. Morse. 


BRECKINRIDGE. 
Lewis E. Jones. 


DULUTH. 
Crassweller, Crass- 
weller & Blu. 
Harris & Pearson. 
John J. Jenswold. 
John G. Williams. 
John W. Neukous. 


=" GRAND FORKS 
W. J. Rasmussen. 


FAIRMONT. 
Albert R. Allen. 


FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Alfred L. Thwing. 


GRANITE FALLS. 
Paul D. Stratton. 





MANKATO. 
George Swanson. 


MARSHALL. 
Davis & Michel. 


MILACA. 
Carl F. J. Goebel. 


MINNEAPOLIS. 
Rome G, Brown. 
Hon. Wilbur F. 

Booth. 
F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Finney. 
Elwood D. Fitchette. 
Kerr & Fowler. 
John J. Martin. 
B. M. Goldman. 
A. G. Middlestadt. 
Edward Nelson. 
James H. Ohmann. 
Homer Morris. 
E. A. Prendergast. 
James D. Shearer. 
Edw. Tenner. 
Chas. Tryon, 


MINNEOTA. 
Gislason & Gislason 


NEW PRAGUE. 
E. W. Komarek. 


OWATONNA. 
Nelson & Nelson. 


ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 


ROSEMONT. 
John H. Hackett. 


ST. PAUL. 

Alf. E. Boyeson. 

Hon. G. L. Bunn. 

Pierce Butler. 

Davis, Severance & 
Olds. 

Cowern, Jesmer & 
Prescott. 

Roy H. Currie. 

W. R. Duxbury. 

Donald S. Doty. 

Morphy, Ewing 
Bradford & Cum- 
mings. 

G. Loevinger. 

Chas. A. Oberg. 

Cc. D. O’Brien. 

R. G. O'Malley. 

H. W. Phillips. 

Edward P. Sanborn. 

Ambrose Tighe. 

Essie W. Williams. 

John W. Wills. 


VIRGINIA. 
Carl A. Oukka. 


WARREN. 
Julius J, Olson. 


WASECA. 
John Moonan. 


WINON 
ion. Abbott & 
Somsen. 
M. B. Webber. 





MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 


BAY ST. LOUIS. 
Carl Marshall. 


BROOKHAVEN. 


T. Brady, Jr. 


DE KALB 
lL. C. Hutton. 


HATTIESBURG. 
Cc. G. Mayson. 


HAZELHURST. 
R. N. Miller. 


INDIANOLA. 
J. B. Guthrie. 
Elbert Johnson. 


JACKSON. 
R. H. Thompson. 


KOSCIUSKO. 
Hon. H. C. Niles. 


LEXINGTON. 
H. H. Elmore. 


MERIDIAN. 
Vv. W. Gilbert. 


MOSS POINT. 
Frank McInnis. 


NATCHEZ. 


A. H. Geisenberger. 


PITTSBORO. 
Cc. E. Inman. 


SUMNER. 
R, L. Cannon. 


VICKSBURG. 
R. L. Dent. 
N. Vick Robbins. 


WIGGINS. 
U. B. Parker. 


WINONA. 
S. Ritchey. 


MISSOURL. 


BOWLING GREEN. 
Hostetter & Haley. 


CAPE GIRARDEAU. 
Thos. F. Lane. 
A. M. Spradling. 


CARTHAGE. 
H. W. Blair. 





CHILLICOTHE. 
L. A. Chapman. 
John H. Taylor. 


CLINTON. 
John A. Gilbreath. 


ones, 
W. H. Plaster. 


COLUMBIA. 
M. R. Conley. 
Prof. John D. 
son. 


Law- 


FARMINGTON. 
W. A, Gardner. 


HALE. 
Dwight Beals. 


HARRISONVILLE. 
W. D. Summers. 


a har. 
J. Cc. Ammerman, 
Byron H. Coon. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Henry D. Ashley. 
Murat Boyle. 

W. W. Calvin. 

John M. Cleary. 

vot & Gossett. 
W. Dana. 

Dell D. Dutton. 

John A. Eaton. 

Hon. Thos. P. Fen- 
lon. 

James W. Hawes. 

Oscar S. Hill. 

Thad. B. Landon. 

Clement A. Lawler. 

Edmund H. McVey. 

lL. R. Moore. 

Frank H. Moore. 

W. H. H. Piatt. 

Grant I. Rosen- 
zweig. 

Cc. E. Small. 

Floyd S. Stratton. 
Warner, Dean, Mc- 
Leod & Lang- 

worthy. 


KEYTESVILLE. 
Roy W. Rucker. 


LIBERTY. 
D. C. Allen. 


LEXINGTON 
Hon. Richard Field. 


MACON. 
Maj. B. R. Dysart. 


MARYVILLE. 
Richard L. McDoug- 


al. 
F. P. Robinson. 


MEMPHIS. 
W. M. Pettengill. 


MEXICO. 
Clarence A. Barnes. 


NEW LONDON. 
Drake Watson. 
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PLATTE CITY. 
Jas, H. Hull. 


POPLAR BLUFF. 


Abington & Abing- 


ton. 
David W. Hill. 


RAYMONDVILLE. 
W. F. Carroll. 


RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 


ST. JOSEPH. 
Geo. W. Groves. 
Hon. O. M. Spencer. 
E. M. Swartz. 


ST. LOUIS. 
=, Shepard Bar- 
e 
Cc. Orrick Bishop. 
P. Taylor Bryan, 
Boyle & Priest. 
N. C. Collier. 
John Cashman. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
Jos. Dickson, Jr. 
John H. Douglas. 
Marion C. Early. 
W. F. Evans. 
M. W. Feurbacher. 
J. C. Fisher. 
Henry W. Furth. 
Hon. R. L. Goode. 
Bernard Greens- 
felder. 
Claud H. Hall, 
Virgil Harris. 
Chas. M. Hay. 
Richard A. Jones. 
Jones, Hocker, 
Hawes & Angert. 
F. N. Judson. 
Sg H. Krum. 


F. W. Lehmann. 
John Jay Morse. 

A. H. Robbins. 

D. Upthegrove. 
John C. Vaughn. 
Geo. B. Webster. 
Edw. J. White. 
Hon. Jas. E, With- 


row. 
Tyrrell Williams. 


SALEM. 
G. C. Dalton. 


SAVANNAH. 
Booher & 
Williams. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
S. T. Gresham. 


TARKIO. 
John A. Gurlash. 


TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 


MONTANA, 


BILLINGS. 


Grimstead & Brown. 


F. B. Reynolds. 








BOULDER. 
J. E. Kelly. 


BUTTE. 
J. E. Healy. 
Maury, Templeman 
& Davis. 


Edward F. O'Flynn. 


H. A. Tyvand. 


CHESTER. 
Wm. Chittick. 


CHINOOK. 
Daniel Kenyon. 


FORT BENTON. 
J. A. Kavaney. 


FROID. 
McLaughlin & 
Brown. 


GLASGOW. 
Thos. Dignan. 


GLENDIVE. 
Albert Anderson 
Desmond J. O’Neil. 


GREAT FALLS. 
I. W. Church. 
D. W. Doyle. 
George E. Hurd. 


HAMILTON. 
R. A. O'Hara. 


HELENA. 
Wm. Scallon. 


KALISPELL. 
Cc. H. Foot. 
David Ross. 
Hans Walchi, 


LEWISTON. 
c. W. Buntin. 
Edgar G. Worden. 
E. K. Cheadle. 


LIVINGSTON. 
Miller & o’Connor. 


MALTA. 
H. L. Wolfe, Jr. 


MELSTONE. 
J. P. P. Healy. 


Sharpless Walker. 


MISSOULA 
Ralph 4 Arnold. 


PHILIPSBURG. 
W. L. Brown. 


PLAINS. 
L RB. Blaisdell, 





TERRY. 
Jos. C. Tope- 


TOWNSEND. 
Hon. John A. Mat- 
thews. 


WHITEWATER. 
B. G. Williams. 


NEBRASKA. 


BEAVER CITY. 
Lambe & Butler. 


BRIDGEPORT. 
Wm. Ritchie, Jr. 


CENTRAL CITY. 
Martin & Bockes. 


CHA DRON. 
A. G. Fisher. 


COLUMBUS. 
A. M. Post. 


DAVID CITY. 
E. A. Coufal. 


FALLS CITY. 
R. C. James. 


GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 
Hon. Bayard H. 

Paine. 


HASTINGS. 
M. A. Hartigan. 


HOLDREG 
Dravo i Dilworth. 


IMPERIAL. 
P. W. Scott. 


KEARNEY. 
H. M. Sinclair. 


LEXINGTON. 
George C. Gillan. 


LINCOLN. 
G. W. Berge. 
E. J. Hainer. 
D. M. McClenahan. 


EN. 
Lewis C. Paulson. 


NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 


NORTH PLATTE. 
H. M. Grimes. 


OMAHA. 
Hon. Arthur E. 
Baldwin. 
Anson H. Bigelow. 
Byron G. Burbank. 





OMAHA. 
Byron Clark. 
H. Fisher. 
J. A. C. Kennedy. 
N. H. Loomis. 
Chas. H. Marley. 
J. P. Palmer. 
Weaver & Giller. 


PAPILLION. 
A. E. Langdon. 


PIERCE. 
M. H. Leamy. 


PLATTSMOUTH. 
Matthew Gehring. 
D. O. Dwyer. 


RUSHVILLE. 
A. C. Plantz. 


ST. PAUL. 
Chas. Dobry. 


STOCKVILLE. 
L. H. Cheney. 
Hon. E, P. Pyle. 


TEKAMAH. 
James A. Clark. 


WAYNE: 
Berry & Berry. 


YORK. 
Geo. M. Spurlock. 


NEVADA. 


GOLDFIELD. 
Thompson & 
Thompson. 


RENO. 
Geo. S, Brown. 
James D. Finch. 
Robert Lewers. 
Samuel Platt. 
Jerome Vander- 
werker. 


TONOPAH. 
Herman R. Cooke. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CLAREMONT. 
H. W. Parker, 


CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 


Henry E. Robinson. 


R. E. Walker. 


LACONIA. 
Stanton Owen. 


LANCASTE 
Drew, Shurtlett & 
Morris. 


MANCHESTER. 


Jones, Warren, Wil- 


son & Manning. 
P J Peaslee. 








S 
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TILTON. 
Chas, E. Tilton. 


WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ELIZABETH. 
Hon. Abe J. David. 


HOBOKEN. 
W. S. Stuhr. 


JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 


MORRISTOWN. 
Geo. G. Runyon. 


NEWARK. 
Hon. Samuel. 
Kalisch, 


PLAINFIELD. 
F. Otto Linke. 


SOMERVILLE. 
Frederick A. Pope. 


VINELAND. 
L. Newcomb. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALBUQUERQUE. 
Cc. M. Botts. 
M. E. Hickey. 
O. N. Marron. 
H. F. Reynolds. 
John -Venable. 


CARLSBAD. 
John W. 
D. G. Grantham. 
S. D. Stennis, Jr. 


CLOVIS 


Wm. A. Gillenwater. 


RATON. 
H. L. Bickley. 
J. Leahy. 


ROSWELL. 
Reid & Hervey. 


SANTA FE. 
Colin Neblett. 


SILVER CITY. 
Raymond A. Ryan. 
F. W. Vellacott. 


WILLARD. 
R. L. Hitt. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 
Wm. V. R. Erving. 


Armstrong. 








BALLSTON SPA. 
Hon. J. S. L’Amo- 
reaux. 


BROOKLYN. 
Hugo Hirsch. 
L. E. Drummond. 


BUFFALO. 
August Becker. 
M. F. Dirnberger. 
Adelbert Moot. 


CANANDAIGUA. 
Frank A. Christian. 


JAMESTOWN. 
. Frank H. Mott. 


NEW BRIGHTON. 
Guy O. Walser. 


NEWBURGH. 
M. H. Hirschberg. 


NEW HAMBURG. 
Everett P. Wheeler. 


NEW YORK. 
A. H. Burroughs. 
Willis B. Dowd. 
Henry B. Gayley. 
Walter H. Lieb- 

mann. 

David T, Davis. 
L. I. Kellogg. 
Jos. F. McCloy. 
K. R. Owen. 
R. V. Marye. 
Everett P. Wheeler. 
G. K. Wright. 


ROCHESTER. 
James R. Davy. 


SCHENECTADY. 
Thaddeus S. Ogon- 
owski. 


SYOSSET. 
E. L. Winthrop, Jr. 


SYRACUSE, 
D. A. Pierce. 


UTICA. 
Fred J. Sisson. 


WATERTOWN. 
Hon. Geo. W. Reeves 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ASHEVILLE. 
J. G. Adams. 
Louis M, Bourne. 
Mark W. Brown. 
Martin, Rollins & 
Wright. 
McKinley Pritchard. 


CHARLOTTE. 
Jas. W. Barry. 
_F. M. Shannonhouse. 


DURHAM. 
W. G. Bramham. 





2 ELIZABETH CITY, 
Cc. W. Brown. 


GREENSBORO. 
Robert R. King. 
Hoyle & Wright. 


| HILLSBORO. 
Frank Nash. 


LUMBERTON. 


MURPHY. 
M. W. Bell. 


NEWBERN. 
A. D. Ward. 


RALEIGH. 
Murray Allen. 


— MILLS. 
. C. Dozier. 


SPARTA. 
Geo. Cheek. 


TARBORO. 
A. W. MeNair. 


WAKE FOREST. 
at Timberlake, 
r, 


WALNUT COVE 
G. L. Jarvis. 


WINSTON SALEM. 
Burton Craige. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


ANAMOOSE. 
F. J. Funke. 


ASHLEY. 


BISMARCK. 
Benton Baker, 
Hon. Andrew A. 

Bruce 


DEVIL'S LAKE. 
F. T. Cuthbert. 





| DICKINSON. 
| Thos. H. Pugh. 


FESSENDEN. 
B. F. Whipple. 


FARGO. 
Augustus Roberts, 


GLEN ULLIN. 
Frank T. Lembke. 


GRAND FORKS. 
T. R. Bangs. 
Frank B. Feetham. 
W. A. McIntyre. 


HILLSBORO. 
S. A. Acker. 





McNeil & Singleton. 


Hugo P. Remington. 





JAMESTOWN. 
A. W. Alymer. 
Oscar J, iler. 


LARIMORE. 
Sam J. Radcliffe. 


MANDAN. 
B. W. Shaw. 


MEDORA. 
J. K. Swihart, 


MINNEWAUKEN. 
Torger Sinness. 


MINOT. 
John E. Greene. 
Nestos, Carroll & 
Herigstad. 


MOTT. 
Jacobsen & Murray. 


NEW LEIPSIG. 
Vincent Hogan. 


PARK RIVER. 
G. W. Young. 


RAY. 
P. P, Campbell. 


RHAME. 
J. W. Lee. 


RUGBY. 
R. E. Wengel. 


STANLEY. 
F. F. Wyckoff. 


TOWNER. 
Albert Weber. 


TURTLE LAKE. 
c. L. Foster. 


VALLEY CITY. 
— S. Lind- 
1 


H. Winterer. 


WARWICK. 
Francis X. Kirsch. 


WILLISTON. 
John J. Murphy & 
Ivan V. Metzger. 


OHIO. 


A. 
Carl Armstrong. 


AKRON. 
Edwin W. Brouse. 
Dayton A, Doyle. 


ALLIANCE. 
Wm. L. Hart. 
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BELLAIRE. 
Fred Spriggs. 


BELLEFONTAINE. 
W. Clay Huston. 


BRYA 
David A. Webster. 


CANTON. 
Austin Lynch, 


CINCINNATI. 

Bettinger, Schmitt 
& Kreis. 

Cobb, Howard & 
Bailey. 

Otway J. Cosgrave. 

Henry Baer. 

A. A. Ferris. 

J. B. Foraker. 

A. L. Herrlinger. 

John R. Holmes, 

Simeon M. Johnson. 

Johnson & Levy. 

Cc. D. Robertson. 

Chas. B. Smith. 

E. W. Strong. 

Jas. B. Swing. 

Hon. J. W. Warring- 
ton. 


CLEVELAND. 
Bernsteen & Bern- 
steen. 


Geo. B. Marty. 

Kangesser & Mor- 
genstern. 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos. L. Johnson, 

Wm. S. Kerruish. 


H. G. Schaibly. 

Lee E. Skeel. 

Jos. L. Stern. 

E. J. Thobaden. 

Payn, Winch & 
Rogers. 

T. J. Ross. 


COLUMBUS. 
Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 
Outwaite, Linn & 
Postlewaite. 
James M. Hengst. 


DAYTON. 

A. T. Boatman. 

Frank S. Breene. 

Burkhart, Heald & 
Pickrel. 

Ezra Kuhns, 

Lenz, Sigler & Den- 
linger. 

John Dineen. 

W. S. McCon- 
naughey. 

Clarence J. Stoeck- 
lein. 


EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 


ELYRIA. 
D. J. Nye. 


FINDLAY. 
Wm. F. Duncan. 
F. E. Hurley. 








HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 


IRONTON. 
A. R. Johnson. 


LAKEWOOD. 
Cleaveland R. Cross. 
ag = P. L, A. Leigh- 

ey. 


LANCASTER. 
Hon. John G. Reeves 


LIMA. 
D. J. Cable 
Jas. W. Halfhill. , 


LISBON. 
Billingsley, Clark & 
Moore. 


LONDON. 
R, H. McCloud. 
John R. Tanner. 
Kyle W. Vance. 


MARIETTA. 
A. A. Schramm. 
c. C. Middleswart. 


MANSFIELD. 
Jas. A. Gailbraith. 


MARION. 
Hon. G. E. Mouser. 
Scofield, Durfee & 
Scofield. 


NEW PHILADEL- 
PHIA. 
Wilkin “& Fernsell. 


OTTAWA. 
Bailey & Leasure. 


RAVENNA. 
W. J. Beckley. 


SANDUSKY. 
E. B. King. 
Hon. Roy H. Wil- 
liams. 


SHELBY. 
Skiles, Skiles & 
Skiles. 


SIDNEY. 
J. D. Barnes. 
Chas C. Marshall. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
A. C. Link. 


W.,M. Rockel. 
Edwin S. Houck. 


TIPPECANOE CITY. 
Raymond A. Kerr. 


TOLEDO. 

Louis Bartlett. 
John P. Delphey. 
Geo. P. Hahn 

Ralph IL. Holbrook. 


Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 





TOLEDO. 
Geo. W. Millard. 
John Schlatter. 


VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn. 


WAUSEON. 
Files & Paxson. 
F. S. & J. M. Ham. 


WARREN. 
Clare Caldwell. 


WELLSVILLE. 
W. F. Lones. 


WOODVILLE. 
E. R. Voorhees. 


¥ 7 NGSTOWN. 
E. H. Moore. 


ZANESVILLE. 
J. Ernest Harkness. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 
J. W. Dean. 
B. H. Epperson. 


ALLUWE. 
R. F. Barnett. 


ANADARKO. 
Cc. H. Carswell. 


ANTLERS. 
S. S. Lawrence. 


ARDMORE. 
I. R. Mason. 


BARTLESVILLE. 
Hayes McCoy. 


BOISE city. * 
Hon. E. B. McMahon 


CHICKASHA. 
Welborne & Bailey. 


CLAREMORE. 
H. Jennings. 


COWETA. 
W. A. Brigham. 


DURANT. 
J. R. Hannah. 
Victor Phillips. 
Hatchett & Fergu- 


son. 
W. E. Utterback. 


GROVE. 
Ad V. Coppedge. 


HOBART. 
John T. Hays. 


HUGO. 
A. E. Hammonds. 








KINGFISHER. 
D. K. Cunningham. 


McALESTER. 
A. C. Markley. 


MEEKER. 
Jas. O. Mylar. 


MIAMI, 
Horace B. Durant. 


MUSKOGEE. 
J. B. Furry. 
Chas. A. Moon. 
Geo. S. Ramsey. 
Malcolm E. Rosser, 
W. D. Halfhill. 
Walter J. Turnbull. 


NEWKIRK. 
Cc. L. Pinkham. 


NORMAN. 
Cc. M. Keiger. 
R. V. Lewis. 


OKLAHOMA CITY. 
Henry E. Asp. 
J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Samuel W. Hayes. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Bland & Ptak. 
Claude Nowlin. 
Hon. J. B. A. 

Robertson. 

V. E. McInnis. 
Stuart, Cruce & 


Cruce. 
L. D. Thelkeld. 


OKMULGEE. 
B. T. Buchanan. 
Chas. A. Dickson. 
Thos. J. Farrar. 


PAWHUSKA. 
Leahy & Macdonald, 
Preston A. Shinn. 
John W. Tillman, 


SALLISAW. 
E. M. Frye. 


SAPULPA. 
W. Morris Harrison. 


SHAWNEE. 
Tom C. Waldrep. 


SNYDER. 
Arthur B. Harris. 


SPIRO. 
D. C. McCurtain. 


i AGO. 
. P. Hickok. 


TECUMSEH. 
Clarence Robison. 


TULSA. 
Carroll & Mason. 
Wm. S. Cochran. 
Henry McGraw. 
Jas. D. Nolan. 
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TULSA. 
Robertson, Bailey, 


Nelson & Bailey. 
T. L. Wallace. 
E. G. Wilson. 


VINITA. 


James S. Davenport. 


WALTERS. 
J. Lon Sawyer. 


WEWOKA. 
T. S. Cobb. 


WOODWARD. 
W. A. Briggs. 


OREGON. 


ALBANY. 
Gale S. Hill. 


BAKER CITY. 
John L. Rand. 
c. O. Hindman. 


,CANYON CITY. 
Geo. H. Cattanach. 


CONDON. 
T. A. Weinke. 


ELGIN. 
L. Denham. 


GLENDALE. 
Oliver S. Brown. 


OREGON CITY. 
G. O. Brownell. 
Joseph E. Hedges. 
John N. Sievers. 


PENDLETON. e 
Raley & Raley. 


PORTLAND. 

W. Cc. Bristol. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
John A. Latourette. 
John McCourt. 
Newton McCoy. 

L. W. O’Rourke. 
Lon L. Parker. 
Sanderson Reed. 

J. O. Stearns. 
Lionel R. Webster. 
F. H. Whitfield. 


SALEM. 
John H. Carson. 


ST. JOHN. 
D. C. Lewis. 


VALE. 
Geo. E. Davis. 


~ 


WASCO. 
Cc. M. Huddleston. 





PANAMA, 


CRISTOBAL. 


W. H, Carrington. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


ALTOONA. 


W. E. Mackey. 


CLEARFIELD. 


Hon. Singleton Bell. 


DANVILLE. 


James Scarlet. 


HOLLIDAYSBURG. 


Thos. J. Baldridge. 


JOHNSTOWN. 


Hon. F. J. O’Connor. 


KANE 


fa E. Mullin. 


LEWISBURG. 


H. M. McClure. 


NEWCASTLE. 


J. Norman Martin. 


OIL CITY. 


H. C. Dorworth. 


‘PHILADELPHIA. 


Geo. Wentworth 
Carr. 

Francis Fisher 
Kane. 

M. J. McEnery. 

W. A. Melcher. 

Cc. B. Morgan. 

Michael J. Ryan. 

— George 
Smit 

L. N. , ae 

Philip Sterling. 

Axel Teisen. 

Wm. Jay Turner. 


PITTSBURG. 


Burke & Kent. 

W. Clyde Grubbs. 
Ralph H. Frank. 
Hon. Walter Lyon. 
A. V, D. Watterson. 


UNIONTOWN. 


Harry W. Bryne. 


WASHINGTON. 


Jas. I. Brownson, Jr. 


WAYNE. 


Chas. Howson. 


WILKES-BARRE. 


Miss Sophia O'Hara. 


YORK. 


M. S. Niles. 





PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 


MANILA. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 
Capo. 


SAN JUAN. 
Frank Antonsanti. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Cooney & Cahill. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Frank J. Rivelli. 
Fred Rueckert. 


WESTERLY. 
Nathan B. Lewis. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


ANDERSON. 
——— Watkins & 
Alle 
Cinate. 'B. Earle. 


BARNWELL. 
Jas. E. Davis. 


BLACKVILLE. 
A. H. Ninestein. 


CHARLESTON. 
Mitchell & Smith. 
Mordecai & Gadsden 


COLUMBIA. 

Barron, McKay, 
Frierson & Mof- 
fatt. 

Hon. G, Duncan 
Bellinger. 

W. H. Townsend. 


CONWAY. 
J. O. Norton. 


GREENVILLE. 
Haynsworth & 
Haynsworth. 
T. C. Turner, Jr. 


LIBERTY. 
J. F. Keown. 


MULLINS. 
W. B. Norton. 


RIDGELAND. 
H. Klugh Purdy. 


SPARTANBURG. 
James C. Otts. - 


WALHALLA. 
R. T. Jaynes. 





SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
Cc. M. Branson. 
Frank McNulty. 
G. N, Williamson. 


BELLE FOURCHE. 
J. W. Malvin. 
L. M. Simons. 


BRITTON. 
Bryan Abbott. 


BROOKINGS. 
M. E. Culhane. 


CLARK. 
R. A, Dunham. 


DEADWOOD. 
James W. Fowler. 
R. C. Hayes. 
John R. Russell. 


DELL RAPIDS. 
G. R. Krause. 


GEDDES. ’ 
R. J. Scoville. 


GREGORY. 
W. J. Hooper. 


HECLA. 
R. R. Pember. 


HOT SPRINGS. 
E. B. Adams. 


HURON. 
A. K. Gardner. 


KENNEBEC 


Albert Williamson. 


LPAD. 
Chambers Kellar. 
John Walsh. 


MILBANK. 
Thos. L. Bouck. 


MITCHEL 
Herbert ~ Hitch- 
cock. 


PIERRE. 
Chas. E. DeLand. 
P. W. Dougherty. 


PHILIP. 


Philip & Waggoner. 


PLANKINGTON. 
Donald Fellows. 


PRESHO. 

F. L. Wederath. 

RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
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meus FALLS. 

R, Aikens. 
ches P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 
U. S. G. Cherry. 
Jos. Karam. 
John C. Mundt. 
R. W. Parliman. 


SISSETON. 
Howard Babcock, 


WATERTOWN. 
Clay Carpenter. 


WOONSOCKET. 
H. R. Knight. 


YANKTON. 
Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Frank S. Carden. 
Floyd Estill. 

Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Cc, S. Littleton. 
Spears & Spears. 
Boyd W. Hargraves. 
J. L. Levine. 

Felix D. Lynch. 

L. F. Wilkerson. 
Joe. V. Williams. 


COAL CREEK. 
D. A, Wood. 


FRANKLIN. 
P. E. Cox. 


GREENVILLE. 
Susong & Biddle. 


GALLATIN. 
H. 8S. Collier. 


HARRIMAN. 
Horace M. Carr. 


JELULICO. 
John J. Jennings, 
Cc. A. Templeton. 


JOHNSON CITY. 
H. G. Morison. 


KINGSPORT. 
Barnes, Worley & 


KNOXVILLE. 

Lewis M. G. Baker. 

Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 

Thos. J. Cline. 

Arthur E. Dunsmore 

John W. Green. 

Lindsley, Young & 
Donaldson. 

Jas. Meek. 

Norman B. Morrell. 

Roy H. Beeler. 

Harley G. Fowler. 

S. E. Hodges. 

Robt. M. Jones. 

Pickle, Turner, Ken- 
nedy & Cate. 

L. D. Smith. 

Steinmetz & 
Mitchell. 

W. P. Washburn. 


MARYVILLE. 
Cc. T. Cates. 


T 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
Rowan Greer. 
Allen Hughes. 
Cc. W. Metcalf, 
Wright & Wright. 





ILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 


NASHVILLE. 
— J. Cooper. 
B. C. Howell. 
Giaude Waller. 


NEW PORT. 
W. D. McSween. 


UNION CITY. 
W. H. Swiggart. 


WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E. Banks. 
TEXAS. 


ABELENE, 
W. H. Graham. 


Dallas Scarborough. 


ALPINE. 
W. Van Sickle. 


AMARILLO. 
J. Q. Guleke. 


AUSTIN. 
Thelbert Martin. 
T. H. McGregor. 
Love & Patterson. 
N. A, Stedman, 
Hon. W. J. Town- 
send. 


BEAUMONT. 
Tom J. Russell. 


BELTON. 
Cc. C. Countess. 


RADY. 
Elbert Kruse. 


BROWNSVILLE. 
Jas. A. Graham. 
Ira Webster. 
Jos. K. Wells. 


CAMERON. 
W. G. Gillis. 


CARTHAGE. 
H. N. Nelson. 


CLAIREMONT. 
J. Webster Darden. 


CLARKSVILLE. 
B. C. Jones. 


CLAUDE. 
J. L. Lackey. 


CORPUS CHRISTI. 
O. H. E. Kramer. 


CORSICANA. 
L. B. Cobb. 
W. A. Tarver. 
Upchurch & Up- 
church, 


DALHART. 
A. W. Schlofman. 


DALLAS. 
W. S. Bramlett. 
Geo. Clifton Ed- 

wards. 

Henry C. Coke. 

- F. M. Etheridge. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 


ae & Seay. 


™M. W. Townsend. 


DENISON. 
E, J. Smith. 





DENTON. 
» J. W. Sullivan. 


EL PASO. 
A. R. Burges. 
Caldwell « Sweeney. 
John L. Dyer. 
Turner, Culwell, 
Holliday & Pol- 
lard. 


FT. WORTH. 
Capps & Canty. 
P. W. Brown. 
Geo. Q. McGown. 
R. M. Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 
Il A. Wynn. 

John M, Scott. 


GALVESTON. 
James W. Wayman. 
James B. & Charles 

J. Stubbs. 
Bryan F. Williams. 


GARLAND. 
Newton P. Morrison. 


GLEN ROSE. 
Levi Herring. 


GREENVILLE. 
Dinsmore, McMahon 
& Dinsmore. 


HALLETSVILLE, 
Chas. Fertsch. 


HEARNE. 
J. F. Lane. 


HEMPSTEAD. 
R. E. Tompkins. 


HENDERSON. 
Clifford L. Stone, 


HOUSTON. 
L, E. Blankenbecker 
Chas, Culmore, 
B. F. Louis. 
Otto Taub. 
Harry W. Freeman. 
D. Edward Greer. 
Harris & Harris. 
J. W. Lockett. 
John G. Logue. 
John W. Parker. 


HUNTSVILLE. 
O. F. Wolff. 


JUNCTION. 
Cc. R. Stevenson. 


LAMPASAS. 
H. F. Lewis. 


LAREDO. 
Asher R. Smith. 


LEXINGTON. 
H. F. Schlosshan. 


LIVINGSTON. 
J. C. Feagin. 
Jas. E. Hill. 


LONE OAK. 
S. S, Frazer. 


LONGVIEW. 
W. C. Hurst. 


MARLIN. 
Hon. Geo. H. Carter. 


MARSHALL. 
F. H. Prendergast. 


MEMPHIS. 
David Fitzgerald, 





MERCEDES. 
John P. Gause. 


MONTAGUE. 
Hon. Homer B. 
Latham. 


ORANGE, 
Tom C. Stephenson. 


NACOGDOCHES. 
S. M. Adams. 


PADUCAH. 
J. M. Hawkins. 


PALESTINE. 
A. G. Greenwood. 


PORT ARTHUR. 
J. K. Bracken. 
A. W. Dycus. 


SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
John H. Bickett, Jr. 
Douglas Cater. 
Charles Dittmar. 
Graham Dowdell. 
Thos. H.-Franklin. 
Yale Hicks. 

Geo. W. Huntress. 
I. L. Kampman, 

Cc. R, McFarlane. 
T. J. Murray. 
Perry 8S. Robertson. 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Walthall & 

Terrell. 


SANDERSON. 
A. T. Folsom. 


SHERMAN. 
Cox & Cox. 
Jesse F. Holt. 
J. A. L. Wolfe. 


SILVERTON. 
J. E. Daniel. 


SONORA. 
Alvis Johnson. 


STEPHENVILLE. 
G. O. Bateman. 
B, E. Cook. 


TEXARKANA. 
R. W. Rogers. 


VAN HORN. 
A, L. Green. 


WACO. 
D. A. Kelley. 
W. M. Sleeper. 


WELLINGTON. 
Jas. C. Mahan. 


WHEELER. 
J. B. Reynolds. 


UTAH. 


FILLMORE. 
T. M. Ivory. 


HEBER. 
, Chase Hatch. 


LOGAN. , 
J. C. Walters. 


OGDEN. 
Cc. A. Boyd. 
Geo. Halverson, 
A. G. Horn 
Cc. H. Hollingsworth. 
W. R. Sk 


SALT LAKE crry. 
G. W. Bartch. 
Booth & Lee. 


YUM 
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SALT LAKE CITY. 
FEF. B, Critchlow. 
H. R. Macmillan. 
Hon. Thos. 

Marioneaux. 
Skeen & Skeen. 
Benner X. Smith. 
Ray Van Cott. 


Waldemar Van Cott. 


Richard W. Young. 


VERMONT. 


BETHEL. 
Guy Wilson, 


BURLINGTON. 
Martin S. Vilas. 


CHELSEA. 
Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 


HARDWICK. 
Hon. W. O. Taylor. 


MONTPELIER. 
Fred Laird. 
Geo. B. Young. 


NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & 
Plumley. 


ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 


ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 


VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish. 


VIRGINIA. 


ABINGDON. 
John W. Neal. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
G. Washington 
Lewis. 


BIG STONE GAP. 
Morison, Morison & 
Robertson, 


CLIFTON FORGE. 
oO. B. Harvey. 


HARRISONBURG. 
D. O. Dechert. 


HONAKER. 
G. B. Johnson. 


HOPEWELL. 
W. H. Daniel. 
J. Toomer Garrow. 
John P. Goodman. 


JONESVILLE. 
M. G, Ely. 


LAWRENCEVILLE 
— R. Peter- 


Turnbull & Turn- 
bull. 


LEESBURG. 
Edwin E. Garrett. 


i a ¥ IN. 
St. George. 
wahien 


MARION. 
Geo. F. Cook, 
NORFOLK. 
Daniel Coleman. 
Sargeant & Sar- 


geant. 
Thomas W. Shelton. 





NORTON. 
John Roberts. 


PETERSBURG. 
Bernard Mann. 
Plummer & Bohan- 

nan. 


RICHMOND. 
Geo. Bryan. 
A. W, Patterson. 
Lawrence R. Pool. 
Robt. E. Scott. 
Thos. A. Talley. 
J. McD. Wellford. 


ROANOKE. 
Jackson & Henson. 


Roy B. Smith. 


SCOTTSVILLE. 
W. D. Patterson. 


STAUNTON. 
H. H. Harlow. 


VICTORIA. 
Geo. E. Allen. 


WARRENTON. 
Wm. Horgan. 


WASHINGTON. 


BREMERTON. 
Peters & Dakin. 


CATHLAMET. 
William Stuart. 


COLVILLE. 
W. Ton Johnson. 
oO. W. Noble. 


EVERETT. 
Cc. W. Jordan. 


IND. 
F. E. Allison. 


MT VERNON. 
Hurd & Hurd. 


NEWPOPT 
Chas. H. Leavy. 


NORTH VAKIMA. 
I. J. Bounds. 


OK ANOGAN. 
Cc. H. Neal. 


OT.VMPIA. 
Thos. M. Vance. 


OTHELLO. 
Chas. F. Coleman. 


PASCO. 
L. D. Eustus. 


PORT TOWNSEND. 
A. R. Coleman. 


REPUBLIC. 
Jas. T. Johnson. 


SEATTLE. 
Edward Brady. 
Brightman & 

Tennant. 

Vivian M. Carkeek, 
Carver & Slattery. 
Cc. E. Clavpool. 
Cassius E. Gates. 
Wilson R. Gay. 
Carroll B. Graves. 
James B. Howe. 





SEATTLE. 
McClure & McClure. 
Fred H. Peterson. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Harold Preston. 


SEDRO-WOOLLEY. 
F. D. Carson. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 


SPOKANE. 
Oscar Cain. 
Nuzum, Clark & 

Nuzum. ° 

J. B. Lindsley. 
Fred Miller. 
F. T. Post. 
Jos. Rosslow 


TACOMA . 
Chas. O. Bates. 
Col. B. W. Coiner. 
G. W. H. Davis. 
Fletcher & Evans. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Lund & Lund. 
— J. MeMil- 


an. 
Sullivan & 
Christian. 


WENATCHEE. 
A. N. Corbin. 
G. G. Hannon. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


ee KE 
M. N. Downes. 
Woe S. O’Brien. 


CHARLESTON. 

Brown, Jackson & 
Knight. 

B. Clayton. 

mae et _eone. 

Leo. 

Salon” McClintic 
& Mathews. 

Harry E. Penhale. 

Price, Smith, Spil- 
man & Clay. 

M. F. Stiles. 

Hon. Ira E. Robin- 


son. 
Geo. P. Stewart. 


CHARLESTOWN. 
Forrest A. Brown. 


CLARKSBURG. 
Stephen G. Jackson. 


ae te 
E. A. Bowers. 
A. M. Cunningham. 
H. G. Kump. 


FAIRMONT. 
Paul G. Armstrong. 


FAYETTEVILLE. 
Magee McClung. 


ws 
Cc. W. Flesher. 


GRAFTON. 
J. Guy Allender. 


HARRISVILLE. 
Homer Adams. 


HUNTINGTON. 
Campbell, Brown & 
Davis. 
Enslow, Fitzpatrick, 
& Baker. 
W. L. Ferguson, 





HUNTINGTON. 
Vinson & Thompson. 
Geo. S. Wallace. 

Cc. S. Welch. 


LEWISBURG. 
Hon. Charles S. 
Dice. 


MARLINGTON. 
L. M. McClintic. 
S. H. Sharp. 


MONTGOMERY. 
c. T. Dyer. 


MULLENS. 
D. D. Moran. 


PARKERSBURG. 
F. P. Moats. 
Van Winkle & 

Ambler. 
W. H. Wolfe. 


PINEVILLE. 
J. Albert Toler. 


POTNT PLEASANT. 
Hon. Chas. E. Hogg. 


SISTERSVILLE. 
J. H. McCoy. 


SPENCER. 
Thos. P. Ryan. 


SUMMERSVILLE. 
Thos. W. Ayres. 


WEBSTER SPRINGS. 
E. L. Cutlip. 


WESTON. 
A. Carl Hughes. 


WHEELING. 
G. R. Cc, Allen. 
McCamic & Clarke. 
John H. Greene. 
J. Bernard Handlan. 


WT™LLIAMSON. 
Hon. James Damron. 


WINFIELD. 
John D. Thomas. 


WISCONSIN. 


ANTIGO. 
Chas H. Avery. 


ASHLAND. 
M. E. Dillon. 
Allan T. Pray. 


AUGUSTA. 
Johnston, Baker & 
Gilbertson. 


BURLINGTON. 
c. O. Bergener. 


CHIPPEWA FALLS. 
Hon. Henry Lebeis, 
Jr. 


COLBY. 
Frank A. Jackson. 


EAST MILWAUKEE. 
Hon. Jos. E. Cordes. 


meewens= 
John E. Foley. 


ELROY. 
Henry C. Rowan. 
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FOND DU LAC. 
F. W. Chadbourne, 
John E. O’Brien. 


onane RAPIDS. 
has. E. Briere. 
Sanna & Brazeau. 


GREEN BA 


Minahan a "Minahan. 


HARTFORD. 
Sawyer & Sawyer. 


HUDSON. 
Baker & Haven. 


LA CROSSE. 
Geo, H. Gordon. 


MADISON. 
Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 
M. D. Larson. 
‘ a Madigan. 
A. P. Morris. 
Me ro Richmond. 


MANITOWAC. 
Emil Baensch. 


MAZOMANIBE. 
S. A. Madigan. 


MBRRILL 
Runke & Naffz. 


MILWAUKEE. 
J. P. Beuscher, 


Bloodgood, Kemper. 


& Bloodgood. 
Bohmrick & Gabel. 
Wm. E. Burke. 
Harvey M. Burns. 
Chas. E. Canright. 





MILWAUKEE. 
Paul D. Durant. 
H. L. Eaton, 
Robt. R. Freeman. 
A, J. Hedding. 
Herbert & Cipeo. 
Ulrich Hiller. 
Jos. B. Hirschburg. 
Wm. A. Klatte. 
N. B. Neelen. 
Rix & Barney. 
J. E. Roehr. 
A. G. Schwefel. 
Van Dyke & Van 

Dyke. 

Henry Vocke. 
Clifton Williams. 
Moritz Wittig, Jr. 


NEW RICHMOND. 
McNally & Doar. 


OSHKOSH. 
John W. Hume. 
M. H. Eaton. 


PLYMOUTH. 
H. J, Rooney. 


PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 


PORT WASHINGTON. 


Wm. F. Schanen. 


PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
Hon. W. R. 


RACINE. 
Ss. L. Emmett. 
Chas. Krenzke. 


RHINELANDER. 
E. D. Minahan. 
Chas. F. Smith. 


Graves. 





RICE LAKE. 
James Robbins. 


SHEBOYGAN. 
Wm. B. Collins, 
Paul T. Krez. 


SPOONER. 
S. A. Barrett. 


STEVENS POINT. 
Nelson & Hanna. 


SUPERIOR. 
D. E. Roberts. 


WATERTOWN. 
John G, Conway. 


WAUKESHA. 
V. H. Tichenor. 


WAUSAU. 
Brown, Pradt & 
Genrich 
Regner & Ringle. 


WEST SUPERIOR. 
Crownhart & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. 


WYOMING. 


CASPER. 
W. B. Holliday. 
John W. Whelan. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 
Hilliard S. Ridgely. 


NEW CASTLE. 
Hon. E. C. Raymond 





SHERIDAN. 
D. P. B. Marshall. 


WORLAND. 
Cc. H. Harkins. 


CANADA. 


HARTLAND. 
M. L. Hayward, 


OTTAWA. 
M. J. Griffin. 


QUEBEC. 
L. A. Taschereau. 


MONTREAL. 
Victor E. Mitchell. 


HALIFAX. 


S. Jenks. 
H, Mellish. 


CHINA. 


SHANGHAI. 
J. O. Anderson. 


ITALY. 


TURIN. 
Fratelli Bocci. 


NEW ZEALAND. 


WELLINGTON. 
F. Harrison. 


SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 








